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MISSING CHILDREN’S ASSISTANCE ACT

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 7, 1984

U.S. SENATE,
SUBCOMMITTEE ON JUVENILE JUSTICE,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, D.C.

The subcommittee met at 10:(* a.m., in room SD-226, Dirksen
Senate Office Building, Hon. Arlen Specter (chairman of the sub-
committee), presiding.

Present: Senators %pecter and Hawkins.

Staff present. Mary Louise Westmoreland, chief counsel; Ellen
Greenberg, professional staff member.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. ARLEN SPECTER, A US. SENATOR
FROM THE STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, CHAIRMAN, SUBCOM-
MITTEE ON JUVENILE JUSTICE

Senator SPECTER. Good morning, ladies and gentlemen.

I regret the brief delay, but I was also scheduled to attend a
hearing before the Veterans’ Committee, of which I am a member,
to introduce the incoming national commander, Dennis Joiner
from Pennsylvania. So I had a double duty to perform, to be
present as a committee member, but more pointedly, to. introduce
Commander Joiner.

We will begin this morning by conducting the first of two hear-
ings to exainine the serious problems of our Nation’s missing chil-
dren and the remedies proposed by the Missing Children’s Assist-
ance Act. At today’s hearing, we will focus primarily on the nature
of the problem by examining the circumstances surrounding the
disappearances of several children, some of whom are still missing,
and the recommendations and actions taken by parents and others
in response to this growing problem.

At our next scheduled hearing later this month, we will take a
closer look at current and proposed initiatives to recover missing
children and, ideally, to prevent the all too frequent occurrences of
child abductions in this country.

According to the U.S. Department of Health and Human Serv-
ices, an estirnated 1.8 million children are reported missing each.
year. This means that every hour 205 American children are re-
ported missing, totaling almost 5,000 a day. Each year approxi-
mately 50,000 children are abducted by strangers and 100,000 by
parents. At the close of each year, regrettably, some 2,500 bodies of
dead children remain unidentified.

The tragedy of our Nation’s 1.8 million missing children has re-
cently received national attention with the widely publicized re-

(1)
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ports of the disappearances of Adam Walsh of Hollywood, Fla., and
Etan Patz of New York City. Following an exhaustive search, the
parents of Adam Walsh ultimately learned of the brutal murder of
their 6-year-old son. The parents of Etan Patz, who was also 6
years of age at the time of his disappearance, and the overwhelm-
ing majority of the parents of other missing children, are still wit-
ing for some news of their child’'s whereabouts.

Publicity campaigns have proven to be remarkably effective in
locating missing children. For instance, a poster distributed nation-
wide by one organization, displaying the photographs of 24 missing
children and a toll-free hotline has led to the recovery of eight of
these children since its release last June. The success of public
awareness campaigns may be best illustrated by the widespread re-
sponse to the nationally televised movie ‘‘Adam’ last October,
which portrayed the real-life story of the abduction of Adam
Walsh. At the end of the 2-hour film, the photographs of 55 missing
children were flashed on the screen. Of the 38 million viewers,
thousands contacted missing children’s organizations like Child
Find Inc. in New York and the Adam Walsh Resource Center in
Florida. Within several weeks after the movie was aired on October
10, 13 of the 55 missing children pictured in the epilog—plus a
brother and a sister—were recovered. In fact, one of the fortunate
parents is with us here today.

Our national commitment to prevent child abductions and locate
missing children was demonstrated in 1982 by the passage of the
Missing Children Act under the leadership of Senator Hawkins.
This act provides for the inclusion of data on missing children in
the FBI's computerized criminal information network. As a second
major step in this direction, I introduced the Missing Children's As-
sistance Act of 1983—S. 2014—on October 27, along with Senators
Hawkins and Warner and 21 of our distinguished colleagues in the
Senate. This bill establishes and maintains a national toll-free tele-
phone line for individuals to report information on missing _hil-
dren and a national resource center and clearinghouse to provide
technical assistance and aid in the coordination of public and pri-
vate efforts to locate and recover missing children. The Missing
Children's Assistance Act now has 39 cosponsors, evidencing strong
bipartisan support. At our upcoming February 21 hearing of the
Juvenile Justice Subcommittee, we will focus on the specific provi-
sions of the bill and current activities of the administration to ad-
dress the problem of missing children.

[The text of S. 2014 and the prepared statements of Senators
Thurmond, Denton, and Warner follow:]
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To amend the Juvenile Justice and Delinqueney Prevention Aet of 1974 to
provide for assistance in loeating missing children.

IN THE SENATE OIF THE UNITED STATES

Ocronkr 27 degislative day, Octoskr 24), 1983

Mr. Seecrer tor himsell, Mres. awkiss, Me. Warser, M. Breoek, Mr.
Biesreers, Me ANprews, Mr. Brabiey, Me, Raxpovei, Mr, HonLises,
Mr. Hernis, Mreo Riecie, Meo Seaerorn, M, Tsoscas, Mr, HeiNz, Mr.
Merenew, Meo Marsesaca, Mr. Craxston, Mr, Girassiry, A lrGar,
Meo Mirenene, Me. Matoras, Mre, Prrey, Mre. Bioes, and Mr. DoLg) in-
troduced the following bill; which was rend twice and referred to the Com.
mittee on the Judiciary

A BILL

To amend the Juvenile Justice and Delingueney Prevention Act
of 1974 to provide for assistance in loeating missing children.

1 Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa-
2 twes of the United States of America in Congress assembled,
3 That this Act may be cited as the “Missing Children's Assist-
1 ance Aet of 1983,

B! Sk, 20 The Juvenile Justice and Delinqueney Preven-
B tion Aet of 1974 (42 TR 5601), is amended by adding at

the end of title I thereof the following new part:
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2
1 “ParT E—MissiNG CHILDREN
2 “FINDINGS
3 “Sec. 271. The Congress finds that—
4 “(1) over onc million children are rissing from
h their homes each year;
6 “(9) thousands of these children are abducted

under circumstances which immediately place them in

8 grave danger;
9 "“(3) many of these children are never reunited
10 with their families;
11 “(4) often, there are no clues as to the where-
12 abouts of these children;
13 + “(5) many missing children are at great risk of
14 both physical harm and sexual exploitation;
15 “(6) of the over three thousand unidentifiable
16 bodies that are discovered annually, hundreds are chil-
17 dren;
18 “(7) in many cases, parents aud local law eutorce-
1Y ment officials have ne. . the resources nor the exper-
20 tise to mount expanded search efforts;
21 “(8) ahducted children are frequently moved from
22 one locality to another, requiring the cooperation and
24 coordination of local, State, and Federal law enforce-
24 ment efforts:
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“(9) on frequent occasions, law enforcement au-
thorities quickly exhaust all leads in missing children
cases, and require assistance from distant communities
where the child may he located; and

“(10) Federatl assistance ts urgently needed to co-
ordinate and assist in this interstate problem,

“DEFINITION
“Siee. 272 For purposes of this part the term ‘missing
child” means—

“(1) any missing person thirteen years of age or
vounger; or

“(2) any missing person under the age of eighteen
if the circumstances surrounding such person’s disap-
pearance indicate that such person is likely to have
been abducted.

“DUTIES AND FUNCTIONS OF ALMINISTRATGR
“See. 273, (a) The Administrator—

“(1) may prescribe such rules as he considers nec-
essary or appropriate to carry out the purposes of this
part,

“(2) shall make such arrangements as may be
necessary or appropriate to ensure that there is effec-
tive coordination among all federally funded programs

related to missing children, and

S 014 I8
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(3} shall provide adequate stuff and agency re-
soureer. which are necessary to properly carry out his
responsibilities pursuant to this part.

“h) The Administrator shall, by making grants te, or
entering into contracts with, public agencies or nonprobt ur-
ganizations (or combination thereal), provide for programs---

“(1) to establish and maintain a national toll-free
telephone line where individuals may report informa-
tion regarding the location of missing children;

“(92) to establish and maintain a national resource
center and clearinghouse to—

“(A) provide technies) assistance to local and

State governments, public and private nonprofit

agencies and individuals in locating and recover-
ing missing children;

‘“UB) roordinate public snd private efforts to
lovate and recover missingr eb® Iren; and

“4(!) nationally disseminate information on
innovative missing childrens’ programs, services,
and legislation; and

“(3) to periodically conduct national incidence
studies to determine the setual number of children re-
ported missing each year, the number of children who
are vietims of stranger abductions, the number of chil-

dren who are the victims of parental kidnappings, and

S 2014 I8 1 2
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1 the number of missing children who are recovered each
2 vear,
3 “(¢) The Administrator shall compile, analyze, publish,

4 and disseminate an annual summary of recently conducted
a2 research, and research currently being conducted, on missing
6 children, as well as prepare, in conjunction with the Advisory
7 Board on Missing Children, an annual comprehensive plan for
8 assuring cooperation and coordination among all agencies and
9 organizations with responsibilities related to missing children.
10 “GRANTS
11 “Sec. 274. (a) The Administrator is authorized to make
12 grants to, and enter into contracts with, public agencies or
13 nonprofit private organizations, or combinations thereof, for

14 rescarch, or demonstration or service programs designed—

15 “(1) to educate parents, children, and cominunity
16 agencies in ways to prevent the abduction of children;
17 “(2) to assist in the recovery or tracking of miss-
I8 ing children;

19 “(3) to aid communities in the collcetion of mate-
20 rinls which would be useful to parents in the identifica-
21 tion of their children;

22 “(4) to increase knowledge of the psychological
2 consequences on both parents and children in a child’s
24 abduction, hoth during the period of disappearance and
25 after the child is recovered; and

S 2004 18
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“(5) to collect detailed data from selected States
or localities on the actual investigative practices uti-
lized by law enforcement agencies in missing childre..'s
cases.
“(b) In considering grant applications under this part,

iority shall be given to applicants who—

“(1) have demonstrated experience in providing
services to missing children or their famines; and

“(2) substantially utilize volunteer ussistunce.

“ADVISORY BOARD

“Sec. 275. (a) The Administrator shall, within ninety

days after the date of enactment of this part, appoint an Ad-

visory Board on Missing Children (hereinafter referred to as

the ‘Advisory Board’), which shall meet periodically. Such

Board shall be comprised of five members of the general

public with experience or expertise related to missing chil-

dren. The Advisory Board shall assist the Administrator in

coordinating programs and activities related to missing chil-

dren which are planned, administered, or assisted by any

Federal agency.

of

“(h) The Advisory Board shall assist in the preparation

the annual comprehensive plan on missing children devel-

oped pursuant to section 273(c) and shall submit the first

annual plan to the President and Congress not leter than

eighteen months after the date of enactment of this section,

8 2014 18
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“(c) Members of the Advisory Board shall be entitled,

for each day such member is engaged in the actual perform-
ance of his or her duties as a member of the Board, to be paid
at a rate not in excess of the daily equivalent rate of pay
payable to a GS-8 employee under section 5332 of title 5,
United States Code, including traveltime, All inembers of the
Board shall be reimbursed for travel (including per diem in
lieu of subsistence) as authorized hy section 5703 of such
title, subsistence, and other necessary expenses incurred by
them in the performance of their duties.
“CRITERIA FOR GRANTS

“SEc. 276, The Administrator, in consultation with the
Advisory Board on Missing Children, shall establish annual
rescarch, demonstration, and service program priorities for
making grants or contracts pursuant to section 274 and, not
less than sixty days before establishing such priorities, shall
publish in the Federal Register for public comment o state-
ment of such proposed priorities.”,

SEC 3. To carry out the provisions of this Act, there
are authorized to be appropriated $10,000,000 {or each of
the fiseal years ending September 30, 1984, September 30,
1985, September 30, 1986, and September 30, 1987,

Sk, 4. Section 261(a) of the Juvenile Justice and De-
linquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5671(a)) is

amended by striking out all after “‘ending” through *‘, and”

S 201118
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and inserting after “1984" the following: *, September 30,

1985, September 30, 1986, September 30, 1987, and Sep-

tember 30, 1988",

SEC. 5. Section 341(a) of the Juvenile Justice and De-

linquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5751(a)) is

amended by striking out all after “ending” through *, and”

and inserting after ‘‘1984"" the following:

fo X} -3 [opd

‘“, September 30, 1985, September 30, 1986, Sejiember 30,

-

1987, and September 30, 1988”,

O
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PrepARED STATEM:NT 0F HON. STROM THURMOND, A U.S. SENATOR FROM THE STATE
O0F SOUTH CAROLINA, CHAIRMAN, COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

The Chairman of the Lubcommittee on Juvenile Justice is to be commended for
holding this hearing today and for scheduling a hearing later this month on S, 2014,
the Missing Children’s Assistance Act. The fact that this bill has gathered forty co-
spousors since the distinguished Senator from Pennsylvania introduced it last Octo-
ber is indicative of the importance that this body places on the issue of missing chil-
dren.

I joined with Senator Specter as a cosponsor of the original Missing Children Act,
introduced by Senator Hawkins of Florida, that was passed into law during the last
Congress. That Act made it possible for law enforcement agencies to use the FBI
Computerized Criminal Information Network in locating and identifying missing
children. The psychological and physical well-being of our children must be protect-
ed. The Missing Children’s Act was a first step.

The Senate Committee on the Judiciary and the Senave have passed further legis-
lation that will be instrumental in protecting our children from abuse. Last year the
Senate passed S. 1469, the Sexual Exploitation of Children Act of 1983. This bill is
aimed at ending the source of child pornography by toughening the laws against
those who sexually abuse and exploit our youth. These same provisions are con-
tained in 8. 1762, the Comprehensive Crime Control Act of 1984 that has recently
passed the Senate. Other provisions of the Comprehensive Crime Control Act focus
on those who would prey on our young through drugs, still other provisions would
wd in educating the public in ways of preventing neighborhood crime. S. 1762 is in-
tended to help keep tgosu who victimize societ behinﬁ bars,

While the main impact of the Missing Children’s Assistance Act would be the re-
authorization of the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention, the bill
would focus some of the resources of the Office on the location and recovery of miss-
ing children.,

These hearings are intended to examine both the legislation and the problem. Too
many Americans are saddened each year with stories of child murder or abduction
only to dismiss the news by saying “that could never happen here” or “my child
would never talk to strangers.” The story of Adam Walsh and the Atlanta tragedies
serve as vivid reminders that it can happen anywhere to anyone.

It is not my intention to scare the ople; rather the purpose of this hearing is to
make them aware of the problem. ASSlts and children alike must be educated. Ey-
eryone must be taught ways of protecting our children. We must lessen the likeli-
hood of future tragedies,

Today we will hear firsthand accounts from people to have suffered the heart-
break of a missing child. We ulso hope to hear of ways to safeguard ourselves and
where we casn turn for help. Thank you all for appearing today.

PREPARED STATEMENT 0OF HON. JEREMIAH DENTON, A U.S. SENATOR FROM THE STATE
OF ALABAMA

Mr. Chairman, because [ am reatly concerned about our nation’s young people, 1
strongly support S. 2014, the Missing Children's Assistance Act of 1983. I am con-
cerned about the plight of the thousands of children who disappear from their
homes cach vear and [ believe that we, as legislators, must do more to deal with the
problem of those missing children. I therefore, commend you, Mr. Chairman, for
sponsoring the legislation and for holding this hearing.

Mr. Chairman, missing children represents a growing national tragedy. The
United States Department of Health and Human Services has estimated that each
year approximately 1.8 million children are missing from their homes for varying
veriods of time. Approximately 90¢% run away for a few days and return home, but
at least 100,000 children are” abducted by one of their parents, and as many as
A0,000 young Americans are reported as having been abducted by strangers.

Mr. Chairman, thousands of children and thousands of parents are victimized
every year. The children disappear into the unknown. The parents live in an agony
of searching for their children with little hope of success. 'Fhere is no possible way
that we, as outsiders, can even begin to understand the devastating grief that is so
present and real in families who must deal with the trauma of a missing child. We
mity not be able to understand the grief, but we can certainly act to help deal with
it. I firmly believe that the federal government must play a nore active role in the
process of finding missing children and returning them to their homes.

There is one man who had dedicated his life to aiding children who run away
from their families. Father Bruce Ritter, a Franciscan priest and Executive Director
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of Covenant House in New York, was the guest speaker at the Senate Caucus on the
Family meeting held on January 26. Father Ritter described his programs which
serve over 1,000 teenagers a month who have run away or who have been thrown-
away by their families.

These kids are the victims of one-parent, abusing or alcoholic families—families
that have broken apart and who have given up on their responsibilities to rear and
nuture their children. I believe we must re-dedicate ourselves to seeing that these
homeless children are provided with the care and nuturing they need.

Father Ritter has experienced only a one-third success rate with his program. But
the children who succeed are reconciled with their families or cared for in a setting
which helps them establish independence and the capabilities ‘o care for themselves
sufficiently.

I believe that any legislation considered by this Subcommittee must address the
needs of those parents who want to be reconciled with their children. In this way,
we will be successful in diverting children frotn the juvenile justice system, as well
as from the homeless life f the street.

Mr. Chairinan, the term “missing child” often carries the connotation of ahduc-
tion by a stranger. Although that is a real problem, we too often ignore parental
kidnapping as a major cause of disappearing chiiure.. The number of child abduc-
tions Ey parents has increased alarmingly. The mounting rate of divorce and the
increasing number of broken families have resulted in prolonged consideration of
child custody cases. As a result, there has been an immense increase in parental
kidnapping. I ask that an article dealing with the horrible phenomenon of parental
kidnapping, entitled “When Parents Kidnap Their Own Children,” from the Fall
1983 issue of Barrister magazine be entered in the record immediately following my
statement.

Whether children have been taken by a parent, abducted by strangers, or run
away from their homes, locating them can be an extreme hardship. Our mobile soci-
ety has caused imrnense frustrations for local law enforcement agencies in tracking
missing young people. Local law enforcement officials are the first to have responsi-
bility for the recovery of missing children. It is very difficult, however, to solve the
widespread problem solely on a local level. The lack of resources and expertise by
parents and local law enforcement officials makes practically impossible the neces-
ss}x}rf'dwidespread search and collection of necessary information abov* an abducted
child.

Several communities around the country have started programs to aid police in
their search for missing children. The Young Volunteers in ACTION, a program
under the ACTION agency, developed a series of demonstration projects to be held
in six cities around the country to educate and inform parents and children about
the prevention of crimes involving children.

I am pleased to report that, on January 21 of this year, the first of the six
Wojects, was held in Tuskegee, Alabama. The director of the project was J. B.

alker, the Tuskegee Chief of Police. I commend Chief Walker, along with the
members of local organizations, ACTION, the Tuskegee school board, and private
area industries who worked to develop and fund the day long event. It was designed
to inform parents and children about how to assist in tlze prevention of child abduc-
tion and child exploitation. :

The goal was to fingerprint and photograph 1,500 to 2,000 children under the age
of 18. as well as to compile biological statistics of the children for the permanent
records of the parents. The program was a great success. Twenty-five percent of the
children under 18 years of age were fingerprinted and photographed.

That kind of community involvement is excellent, but in order to protect our na-
tion's youth to the fullest we must provide for more active federal involvement.

In 1982, Confress passed the Missing Children Act. The act extended the FBI's
authority to collect and record data about missing children. It requires the FBI to
list missing children in a national computer accessable to most police departments
across the country,

The Missing (‘-Kildren's Act of 1982 was only the first phase in the protection of
our youth. The next phase, complementing the first, is g 2014, the Missing Chil-
dren’s Assistance Act of 1983. 'I‘Ee purpose of that legislation is to obtain greater
national commitment and a unationwide effort in solving the disappearance of so
many of our children every year.

The Act guarantees coordinated and comprehensive programs at the federal level
to assist local and “tate authorities in the search for inissing children. It extends the
authorization of the Juvenile Justice and Deliquency Prevention Act through 1988,
It provides for the establishment and maintenance of a toll-free telephone line for
the reporting of information about the location of missing children, as well as the
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establishment of & national resource center and clearinghouse to provide technical
assistance to law enforcement officials. I consider that provision to be an effective
weapon in the battle against criminals whose targets are our young Americans.

I strongly agree that the bill will do much to aid parents and relatives of missing
children by creating a nationwide source of data for investigations of missing chil-
dren cases.

Mr. Chairman, I ask that a list of organizations with information about missing
children, prepared by Marjorie Washington of the Congressional Reference Division,
aplpear in the record following my statement.

t is critical that the federal government play an active role in the process of re-
turning missing children safely to their homes. The passage of S, 2014 is an impor-
tant step toward providing protection to America's children.

Mr. Chairman, I commend you for your introduction of the bill, and I offer my
support in the attempt to assist parents to protect and to find their children.

{From Barrister]

A CHiLD Is M1ssING—PARENTS DO KiDNAP THEIR OWN CHILDREN--AS MANY Ab
50,000 A YEAR; THE QUESTION 18: ARE CHILD-SNATCHING LAws EFFECTIVE?

(By Herbert A. Glieberman-Atborne}{‘:? author of “Closed Marriage and “‘Confessions
of a Divorce Attorney.” Research associate: Laura J. Jones.)

Three years ago Congress was confronted with the evidence that from 25,000 to
100,000 children a year were victims of parental kidnappings, as cited in Proposed
Federal Parental Kidnapping Prevention Act: Hearings on S. 105 Before the Sub-
committee on Child and Human Development of the %znat,e Comm. on Labor and
Human Resources, 96th Cong., 2d Sess. 5 (1980). Only a small percentage of most
children were ever reunited with their searching parents. To deter child-snatching
and to locate abducting parents and missing children, Congress passed the Parental
Kidnapping Prevention Act of 1980. Despite Congress’s good intentions, according to
many attorneys across the country, most of the act as enacted and enforced has
proven to be of little value to the victimized custodial parent.

The PKPA basically provides for FBI assistance in states where child-snatching is
a felony, a computerized “Parental Locater Service” to provide information re‘gard-
ing the location of abducting parents and missing children, and interstate enforce-
ment of child custody judgments, The act represents Congress's first attempt at in-
volvement in interstate child custody disputes of this nature Such matters had pre-
viously been left to the states.

The only section of the PKPA that provides for active assistance in locating ab-
ductin Earents and missing children involves the use of the FBI, ti. investigative
arm of the Justice Department. The FBI was previously authorized, uder the Fugi-
tive Felon Act, to investigate and apprehend fugitives crossing state lines to avoid
Brosecution of a state felony. The P%PA extended the Fugitive Felon Act to make

Bl assistance available if the abducting parent took the child across state lines to
avoid prosecution for a state felony (i.e., child-snatching). This is cited in 18 U.S.C.
§ 1073 note (Sugp. 1983) see P, Hofyt:, J. Schulman, & A. Volenik, Interstate Custody
Disputes and Parental Kidnapping: Policy, Practice and Law, 8-24 (1982). By
making FBI assistance available, the PKPA helps the state official who might other-
wise be at a disadvantage in pursuing the : “ducting parent out of his own state. In
addition to having access to resources unavailable to most people, the FBI also gives
a parent who is without financial resources to hire a private detective a potentially
ve’xl-y potent means by which he may be able to find a concealed child.

he process to obtain FBI assistance must be commenced by the state or local
prosecutor. FBI intervention cannot be obtained by a parent or the parent’s attor-
ney. The state or local nrosecutor must apply to a U.S. Attorney for a federal fugi-
tive felon warrant. Pursuant to Justice Department policy, the prosecutor must
show that the state is committed to prosecute and extradite the fugitive and that
the present location of the kidnapper 1s unknown. The U.S. Attorney, at least in the
East. has had to obtain approval from the Justice Department in Washington before

e could issue a warrant.

After the warrant is issued, the FBI investigation begins. If the abductor is locat-
ed and apprehended, he will be turned over to the local authorities in the state of
arrest and the federal charges will be dismissed. He will either waive extradition or
stand for extradition to the demanding state for prosecution by the state or local
prosecutor on the state felony charge.

The major weakness in this section of the act is that the assistance of the FBI is
only available if the child is abducted from a state where child-snatching is a felony
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tor if another felony has been committed). If the parent abducts the child from a
state that treats the offense ay a inisdemeanor, there is not authorization for FBI
intervention. Similarly, if the abducting parent takes the child to a state where
child-snatching is a misdemeanor, the officials in that state may not be inclined to
grant requests for extradition.

Currently, 18 states make child-snatching a felony; 13 states make it a misde-
meanor; and 16 states have statutes that combine the two (i.e., a felony if the parent
leaves the state, a misdemeanor if he remains in the state). A few states have no
provision at all for child-snatching. If enforcement must depend on how a state clas-
sifies the offense, then each non-%elony state should elevate the offcnse to a felony.
Otherwise, FBI assistance under the PKPA will be unavailable to a distressed
parent if a non-felony state is involved.

Most state felony statutes provide that the abductor must have violated a custody
order to be charged with the offense. If there has been no custody determination,
then the abductor has not committed a felony and the FBI will not be available to
locate the abducting parent. Because a significant percentage of all parental kidnap-
pings occur prior to the entry of a custody decree, relatively few people will be able
to qualify for FBI assistance. Some states have recognized this problem, however,
and have adopted statutes which require less than the violation of a custody order
for the maintenance of a child-snatching charge.

IS THE ABDUCTED CHILD IN PHYSICAL DANGER?

In addition o tiicse problems, the Justice Department has failed to enforce the
PKPA, at least until recent changes in policy. There is no question that Congress
intended for the Justice Department to take an active role in child-snatching cases.
The Justice Department has been fully aware of Congress’s intent that it give inter-
state rarental kidnappers the same treatment it gives other felons fleeing across the
state lines.

The Justice Department, huwever, has in the past refused to pursue parental kid-
nappers as it pursues other felons under the Fugitive Felon Act. A’ter the passage
of the PKPA, the Justice Department decided that it would refuse to issue a war-
rant in a child-snatching case unless there was independent credible information
that the abducted child was in physical danger or then in a condition of abuse or
neglect. In all other cases FBI involvement is automatic and a federal warrant is
unconditionally issued once the fugitive crosses the state line. Attempting to justify
the disparate treatment and the obvious burden now placed on the victirnized
parent, the Justice Department has maintained that child-snatching cases involve
'family”’ matters that do not warrant the attention and resources that other, more
serious offenses under the Fugitive Felon Act do.

Congressional opposition to the Justice Department’s stance has had some effect.
After Congress became aware of the Justice Department's continuing disregard for
the PKPA and its refusal to substantively change its policy, it conducted investiga-
tions and held testimonial hearings. Two bills, in addition, were introduced to fur-
ther manifest Congress’s intent and directions to the Justice Department.

On October 12, 1982, Public Law 97-292 (HR 6976) went into effect and became
known as the "Miss’ 1 Children Act.” The act was designed to assist the federal
government and the tes, as well as to “acquire, collect, classify, and preserve any
information which would assist in the identification of any deceased individual who
has not been identified, after the discovery of such deceased individual” and “to ac-
quire, collect, classify and preserve any information which would assist in the loca-
tion of any missing person (including an unemancipated person as defined by the
laws of the place of residence of such person) and to provi(Y: confirmation as to any
entry for such a person to the parent, legal guardian, or next of kin of that person
(the attorney general may acquire, collect, classify, an« preserve such information
from such parent, guardian, or next of kin),” all in an effort to assist in tracking
down missing children.

Section (4) of the act permits the federal governimment to “exchange such records
and information with, and for the official use of, authorized officials of the federal
government, the states, cities, and penal and other institutions.” With this new act
in place and taken together with other legislation, it is hoped that the federal gov-
ernment will play a larger part in helping to locate and return missing children to
their proper parents.

Recently, the Justice Departinent gave some indication that its position had
changed somewhat. FBI Director William Webster ordered FBI agents to intensify
and improve their handling of child-kidnapping cases. In a memo to the agents,
Webster ordered the review of all cases involving the possibility of child-kidnapping
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regardless of whether o ransom was demanded or evidence of interstate transporta-
tion was presented. 'I'he ugents in the future will have to Jjustify, with complete doc-
umentation, why they decided to conduct a full investigation or why they decided tn
refrain from one. Lie detector tests, according to the memo, are to be used “selec-
tively as an investigative aid and not routinely applied to the missing child’s rela-
tives,”

Senator Paula Hawkins of Florida, who initiated the most recent investigation
into the Justice Department’s inactions, called Webster's memo “a tremendous step
forward.” and said that the FBI's action “demonstrates a real commitment to the
investigation of child kidnappings.”” The FBI's response may indicate the Justice De-
purtment’s long-awaited submission to congressional pressure in this matter.
Whether the Justice Department is willing to raise child-snatching to the level in-
tenl;ied by the PKPA is not discernable by Webster's memon, nowever, and remains
to be seen.

The Justice Department, one might note, is not alone in exhibiting a reluctance to
become involved in parental kidnappings. According to divorce attorneys across the
country, local prosecutors do not always enforce state crimina! child-snatching stat-
utes and sometimes charge an abductor with a felony only as an accommodation to
the victimized parent with no intention of prosecuting the abductor. Local police de-
partments. moreover, are reported by many attorneys to give child-snatching cases
low priority.

Because of the apparent inadequacy of state criminal legislation and because of
the refusal of some federal and state officials to enforce parental kidnapping laws,
some congressional support has been garnered to make child-snatching a federal
criminal offense. (It is currently not a federal criminal violation to kidnap one’s owrns
child, 18 U.S.C. § 1201 (Supp., 1982).] Two bills have been introduced to this effect:
H.R. 1440, 97th Cong.. 1st Sess. (1981) and H.R. 5018, 97th Cong., lst Sess. (1981).
Both are currently pending before the House Judiciary Committee. Advocates say
that child-saatching should be a federal crime to alleviate the problems associated
with states that have various classifications for the offense. Abducting parents,
moreover, might be less likely to kidnap their children if they knew that they would
be committing a federal crime.

The PKPA also provides assistance in locating the abducting :..ent by use of the
computerized Parental Locator Service. The PLS will provide t. - .. <¢ address of the

abducting parent and his place of employment, if known, if thy. - mation will be
used to enforce a state or federal law with respect to the t1 - taking or re-
straint of a child, or to make or enforce a child custody det- . Previously
available to locate parents delinquent in their child support . .18, the service
does not offer any assistance in actively attempting to loca - . . missing parents.

Although the PLS does offer some useful information in loce.\ng missing parents,
there are limitations. Furthermore, many abducting parents will remain under-
#round. The PLS, consequently, would not be helpful if the abductor changed his
name or used a false social security number. The state, in addition, may charge the
parents a small fee for processing costs, and there may be a delay in receiving the
information due to administration and procedure.

The third section of the PKPA requires that state courts enforce the custody de-
terminations made by other states, consistent with federal jurisdictional standards.
In the past an abducting parent woud often take a child to another state after he
was denied custody in his home state. He would then petition the court in the
second state for custody and allege that a “change of circumstances” warranted a
modification of the earlier judgment or that the earlier judgment deserved no recog-
nition of all.

Because custody judgments are not considered “final” and because it was not
hard to show changed circumnstances, especially in the absence of a distant. non pos-
sessing parent, the court in the second state would often modify the prior judgment,
or not recognize it, and awurd custody to the abductor, Many times the other parent
would then abduct the chi'd and the whole process would be repeated. Had the first
custody determination been granted full faith and credit, there would have been less
incentive to kidnap and take the child to a more favorable forum and relitigate the
issue. Also, there would be little possibility of conflicting judgments from two states.

Many of the prohlems associated with non-final custody determinations have been
alleviated by tge PKPA. Under the PKPA courts of a second state shall enforce
child custody orders, except under certain circumstances, made by another state ex-
ercicing jurisdiction consistent with specific, enumerated standards. In an effort to
alleviate the problems discussed above, Congress, in effect, imposed judicial re-
straint where little previously existed.
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With regard to the other major provisions affecting the enforcement of judgments,
the PKPA also creates a duty to defer to the continuing jurisdiction of a state that
made a custody determination consistent with various provisions of the act so long
as that state has jurisdiction under its own law and remains the residence of the
child or any contestant. See P. Hoff, J. Schulmar, & A. Volenik, Interstate Custody
Disputes and Parental Kidnapping: Policy, Practice and Law, 3-33. In addition, it
creates a duty to refrain from exercising jurisdiction during the pendency of an
action in a court which is exercising jurisdiction consistently with the act. The
PKPA further provides that before a custody determination is made, reasonable
.otice and an opportunity to be heard shall be given to the parties,

A previous attempt to provide for interstate recognition of child custody determi-
nations had been made with the enactment of the Uniform Child Custody jurisdic-
tion Act. That act similarly provided for the eaforcement of the judgments of sister
states, but each state was not required to adopy the act. At the time the PKPA was
passed, requiring all UCCJA and non-UCCJA states to enforce the judgments of
sister states, 43 states had adopted the UCCJA. In passing the PKPA, Congress ap-
parently realized that the incentive for child-snatching vould be ever-present unless
no state would provide an opportunity to relitigate custody.

Except for interstate enforcement of child custody determinations, the PKPA does
not offer as tnuch assistance as it should to the victims of parental kidnappings. Al-
though Congress may have meant well, the provisions of the PKPA as drafted will
hardly accomplish the goal of helping distressed parents locate abducting parents
and missing children through either FBI assistance or the PLS. Also, if the Justice
Department does not in fact reverse its previous policy with regard to child-snatch-
ing cases, enforcement of the Criminal Provisions of the act will remain the same:
non-existent.

OrGANizATIONS WiTH INFORMATION ABOUT MISSING CHILDREN

Child Custody Project, American Bar Association, 1800 M St., N.W., Washington
20036 (202) 331-2200.

Child Find, Inc., P.O. Box 277, New Paltz, N.Y, 125661 (914) 255-1848 (800) 431-
505 (tollfree number for searching children and those identifying them only; hot
line open 8 a.m.-8 p.m., seven days a week.)

Children's Rights of Florida, P.O. Box 173, Pinellas Park, Fla. 33565.

] ?hildren's Rights of New York, Inc., 19 Maple Ave., Stonybrook, N.Y. 11790 (516

H1-TR40.

Dee Scofield Awareness Program, Inc., 4418 Bay Court Ave., Tampa, Fla, 33611,

Fan;ily and Friends of Missing Persons, P.O. Box 21444, Seattle, Wa, 98111 (206)
THI-R306,

Find Me Inc., P.O. Box 1612, LaGrange, Ga. 30241.

Mothers Without Custody, Inc., P.O. Box 76, Sudbury, Mass. 01776.

National Coalition for Children’s Justice, 1214 Evergreen Rd., Yardley, Pa, 19067,

I\jutlio?aul"’;md for Runaway Children 2001 S &t.,, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20007
(202) T83-6417.

National Missing Children’s Locate Center, 201 Yamhill Law Center, 1123 SW
Yambhill Street, Portland, Oreg. 97205.

Nutional Runaway Switchboard (800) 621-4000 (toll-free) (800) 972-6004 (toll-free
in lllinois—service is called Illinois Youth Switchboard.)

National Youth Work Alliance, 1346 Connecticul Ave.,, N.W., Washington, D.C.
20036 (2021 T8H-0764,

Purents Against Child-Snatching, 5311A Williams Road, Norcross, Ga. 30093,

Parents Helping Parents-Child Abductions, Route 1, Box 406D, Myakka City, Fla.
33551 (813 322-2082.

The Roberta Joe Society, P.O Box 124, Circleville, Ohio 43113 (614) 474-5020.

Runaway Hotline: (R00) 231-6946 or (800) 392-3352 in Texas.

SEARCH 560 Sylvan Ave., Englewood Cliffs, N.J. 07832 (800) 526-4603 (toll-free)
(201) 17-4040 (in New Jersey). Stolen Children Information Exchange, 210 2 Main
St., Suite 1, Huntington Beach, Calif. Y2648 (714) 847-2676.

United Parents Against Child Stealing, Inc. (UPACS) P.O. Box 35428, Tucson,
Ariz. 85740, 1602) 749-9308 (24-hour service).

PrEpARED STATEMENT OF HON. JoHN WARNER. A U.S. SENATOR FRrOM THE STATE OF
VirciNA

Mr. Chairman, I want to join the other cosponsors of 8. 2014 to urge early action
by the committee to report this legislation so the Congress can act upon it.
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Your leadership on the issue of missing children is outstanding. We cannot allow
the initiatives started by the Missing Children Act of 1982 to cease. This bill will
continue those programs and establish new programs to help coordinate the public
and private efforts to locate and recover missing or abducted children.

Mr. Chairman, you can count upon my support to assist your efforts in every way
possible. The children of our nation are vulnerable, and we must commit the re-
Sources necessary to prevent abductions and murder and assist in locating missing
children. The 1.8 million children who disappear from their homes each year need a
national program to help them in their need. This bill will be another step in the
process to find a solution to this ever-recurring tragedy.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator SpecTeR. I would now like to acknowledge the presence
of the distinguished Senator from Florida, Senator Hawkins, whose
leadership has been outstanding in the field of missing children.

Senator Hawkins and T introduced the Missing Children’s Assist-
ance Act of 1983, S. 2014, on October 27 of last year, along with
Senator Warner and 21 of our colleagues in the Senate. Senator
Hawkins and I also worked closely in the 97th Congress to enact
the Missing Children Act which was signed into law by President
Reag:'n in October 1982,

So I am pleased to call on Senator Hawkins for an opening state-
ment at this time.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. PAULA HAWKINS, A U.S. SENATOR
FROM THE STATE OF FLORIDA

Senator HAWKINS. Ths* k you, Mr. Chairman.

It gives me great p' _sure to work with you again on this prob-
lem that plagues this country, missing children, and I appreciate
the key role that you constantly play in the passage of this legisla-
tion and in your sensitivity of this subject.

We all realize that much more can be done to locate missing chil-
dren, and perhaps most ‘mportantly, we would like to prevent their
abduction in the first instance.

I am impressed and gratified by the work of the local and the
State agencies and the numerous individuals, and especially the
citizen action groups throughout this Nation, who I have met with
and who I read about, who have dedicated themselves to protecting
our Natior's most valuable resource, our children.

As impressive as all of our efforts are as volunteers, volunteer
organizations that I meet with say that they are Jjust unable to
cope with the problem because it is so big. We are overwhelmed by
the extent of the problem and the difficulties in coordinating the
ipcat_ion and prevention activities in this mobile society that we
ive in.

Senator Specter and [ have introduced the Missing Children’s As-
sistance Act and it is designed to give help to those individuals and
organizations who have labored so long and so well in this field.

This legislation simply establishes the national toll free tele-
phone line for missing children, and it establishes a missing chil-
dren’s center and clearing house which would provide technical
advice and expertise to all of the various groups and provide fund-
ing for these organizations for research, demonstration, and service
projects.

[ want to make it perfectly clear here that there is some fear
that this legislation is intended to replace the work of you dedicat-
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ed individuals, but it is not. It is just an additional tool to supple-
ment the work you do.

It is impossible to replace the efforts of groups like Child Find
and Fird Me, Inc. and Child Keepers, and without individuals like
Cathy Rosenthal and Gloria Yerkovich and John and Louise
Klinckscales, we really would not be where we are today.

With Federal help and assistance, 1 believe we will be able to
find many more children. Some of the individuals that we have
mentioned will be testifying here today, and I think we will see the
real need why we need Federal assistance and guidance to give
snine direction to solving the problem of missing children.

Tnank you, Senator Specter. I am looking forward to a solution
of the problem.

Senator Specter. Thank you very much, Senator Hawkins, for
your opening statement.

I would like now to turn to our first witness, Mrs. Emily Hall
Hynson of Colonial Beach, Va. Mrs. Hynson will describe for us
how her 7-year-old son, Casey, was kidnaped in October 1983 while
he was waiting for her in a van parked outside her apartment in
Monroe Hall, Va.

Some H-hours after her son’s disappearance, Mrs. Hynson re-
ceived a call from a man demanding a ransom.

We will now turn to you, Mrs. Hynson.

We welcome you and thank you for being here. Would you please
state your full name for the record?

STATEMENT OF EMILY HALL ITYNSON, COLONIAL BEACIL, VA

Ms. Hynson. Emily Hall ITynson.

Senator SpecTER. And would you now tell us what happened to
your son?

Ms. Hynson. Well, when you say like an apartment building, 1
come to the city today, and I forget what it is like to be in the city
after being in the country so long, but it is a rural area, very rural,
and I would say it was not as far as from you to me from my front
door to where my van was parked.

And T am one of the fortunate ones because when mine was miss-
ing, it was a local. The person who took my child was not a quarter
of a mile away, and he did not even have a car. It was strictly for
money.

He had seen my dad’s van, my dad’s big truck at the bank. He is
on the board, and when they move from the one location to the
other, he saw moving the furniture and some of the file cabinets
and stuff. It was just a community project. Where in the city you
would hire somebudy to move you, at home everflbody pitches in.

Senator Specter. Mrs. Hynson, would you tell us a little bit
about yourself? How many children do you have?

Ms. HynsoN. Well, I am from a big family of five children and I
have one son, Casey, and | have a stepson who is 14.

Senator SpECTER. A stepson who is 14 and how old is Casey?

Ms. Hy~son. Seven. He will be 8 next month.

Senator SpecTER. And what does your husband do for a living?

Ms. Hynson. He is a farmer.

Senator Spectier. A farmer, and you are a homemaker?

.24




19

Ms. HynsoN. Well, I work for my dad. Where Casey was taken
from is my dad’s grocery store, and my mother and father’s home
is in the back, where we all grew up.

Senator SpeCTER. So one day recently you brought your son
Casey to your father’s grocery store or was he in the van?

Ms. HynsoN. He comes with me every day.

Senator SPECTER. He comes with you every day?

Ms. HynsoN. After school, you know, he gets off there until I get
ready to go home.

Senator SPECTER. Now, what time of the day was this?

Ms. HynsoN. About 5:30.

Senator SPECTER. About 5:30 in the afternoon?

Ms. HynsoN. The bus stops.

Senator SPECTER. And you and Casey had driven over in this van
which you have just described?

Ms. HYNSON. Yes, sir. I mean it is known locally. It is an old van.

Senator SpEcTER. And did you leave Casey in the van?

Ms. HynsoN. Well, he had gone ahead of me. I had gone back to
answer a question for a customer. The only thing that divides the
house from the store is cne door, and when I answered the ques-
tion, which it could not have been 30 seconds——

Senator SpecTER. So where was Casey when you saw him last?

Ms. HyNsoN. Standing in the middle of the kitchen floor, which
was not 500 feet from the van.

Senator SpecTER. And what happened next?

Ms. Hynson. Well, when I went outside, it was drizzly and rainy,
and he was not in the van. So I went across the parking lot and
back to the front of the store and looked all through and asked the
different clerks and my stock boys if they had seen him.

Well, 1 looked over in the meat department where my sister
works; where he usually goes over and plays his record player
behind the meat counter with her. But he just was not there.

When 1 circled the store the second time and nobody had seen
him, then I knew in my heart right then he was gone because he is
not the kind of child to wande: off.

One of my sisters was gone and so were my parents, and 1 said,
well, maybe they circled in and picked him up, and you know, he is
with them. I knew this was not true because, not that I demanded,
but he will not even get in the car with my husband or my mother
unless he comes and tells me firsi.. We are that close, and so I knew
the minute I could not find him that he was gone.

Then when my parents got back and my other sister, which was
not 20 minutes, it was a sure thing that he was gone, and I would
say within an hour the police department was combing the woods.

Senator SpECTER. Mrs. Hynson, did you file an official missing
person’s report with the police?

Ms. HynsoN. Well, I am not even sure. My dad called the county
sheriff, and within minutes they were there.

Segator SPECTER. And you told the county sheriff what had hap-
pened?

Ms. HynsoN. Yes, sir.

Senator SpEcTER. And what did the county sheriff do?

Ms. HynsoN. Well, he knew Casey. too, and he knew Casey
would not wander off. So he had the men searching through the
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woods and volunteers, families, and the rescue squad and fire de-
partment, everybody, just in case it was somebody who had taken
him locelly, you know.

Everybody was trying to think what they had seen last at the
time. Even customers that had heard about it had come back to the
store to say what cars they had seen in the parking lot when they
were there.

'Senator SPECTER. And what action did the sheriff’s office take?

Ms. Hynson. Well, it was not—except for looking and trying to
find out the details of what Casey had on and where he was last
and everyining, until the phone call came——

Senator SpecTER. Tell us about the phone call.

Ms. Hynson. Well, at about 9, which is just before the store
closes—so the kidnaper knew this; he wanted to make sure he
caught me before I went home, see—when that—it was a relief
almost when it came because the fear was that I would never see
him again, and I would not know where he was or where to look,
and so when I recognized that it was a local voice, a family group
that comes in the store——

Senator Specter. Did you recognize the voice on the phone?

Ms. HynsoN. Not as the exact person, but there is a group that,
you know, pretty much sounds alike. I sound just like my No. 2
sister. So it was a relief to know all they wanted was money.

Senator Specter. What did the man at the other end of the
phone say to you, as best you can recall?

Ms. Hynson. Well, he said, “Emily, Casey's all right.” Well, the
minute I knew that, I knew it was a first name that he knew me
and he knew my son.

Senator SpeCTER. Su he called you, “Emily,” as if you knew him
personally.

Ms. HynsoN. And when we discovered who it was, I do know
him, you know. I almost consider him a friend as you would a cus-
tomer coming in your store, which made it even hurt worse.

Sgnator SpreCTER. You do not consider him a friend any more, do
you’

Ms. Hynson. No. but I certainiy feel sorry for him.

Senator SPECTER. And what did he say?

Ms. Hynson. He said, “Casey’s all right,” and I said, “Where is
he?” As much as I can recall, he said, “Have $75,000 by tomorrow
or you will never see Casey again.”

When you talk about a group, the intelligence level is so lew I
could almost tell he had to read that off a piece of paper, if he
could read, or memorize it to say it without forgetting it. You
know, even the FBI when they got there said they just cannot be-
lieve that there is this low an intelligent group in the United
States, but it is because we deal with upper class so long that you
forget, you know, what the back woods country is like.

Senator Specter. After the man said. “$75,000 or you will never
see your son again,” what did you say?

Ms. Hynson. Well, I tried to extend it because it was being taped
by that time, you know. So, I said, all right. I said, “Well, how will
I know where to drop it or where to bring it or where can I meet
Casey?”’ And I tried——

Senator SPecTER. Was that conversation taped?
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Ms. HynsoN. Not that one because it was so quick.

Senator SPECTER. The later events were taped? ,

Ms, Hynson. Well, see, this phone call brought the FBI in and
then they set up the tapes and everything,

Senator SpecTER. And what action did the FBI take?

Ms. HynsoN. Let's see. I'm not sure about what time they got
there, but it was some time between 11 and 1 in the morning. It
was that quick, and they were wonderful. They had tapes between
my home, which is 3 miles away, and the store, and they had a
tape recorder and everything set up. They just—it seems like to me
af gou could ever feel confident that everything was being done, I

id.

Senator SPECTER. And there was a plan for you to meet this man
somewhere?

Ms. Hynson. Well, the next day he called again and told me
where to meet him and, you know, how to bring the money and
everything,

Senator SPECTER. What did he say?

Ms. Hynson. Well, I tried to get him to let me talk to Casey and
to make sure he was all right, but it was a pay phone. I couldy hear
that from the coins dropping. So I knew he could not have
brought—anywhere there wouFd be a pay phone, somebody would
know my child. He has grown right up in the grocery store with
me. So not that he is more special than any other child; just that
he is more well known.

I would say there is not 10 percent of the whole county that did
not know him if they saw him on the street, and I tried to find out,
you know, where he wanted me to drop the money, and I tried to
act like I really did not understand so that he would keep talking.

d§enator SPECTER. And by this time the conversation was record-
ed’

Ms. HYnsoN. It was recorded, and where he wanted me to drop
the money was not a quarter of a mile from home.

Senator SpecTEr. Exactly where did he want you to drop the
money?

Ms. HynsoN. It is an old dirt country road, and the trees are
really overgrown, and it is so thick at times you cannot see
through them, and it is an old graveyard back up in there, and he
told me to bring it to the old gIl"aylor graveyard, and I guess the
road is a half mile long, and then you can circle back and go back
on the hard surfaced road again.

The FBI wanted to get in the van with me, and they wanted to
give me fake money, but 1 did not know exactly who else was in on
it because the group that I had in mind could not have plotted this
out, and I figured if they did not bring Casey with them and it was
not the right kind of money or the right amount of money, they
mg)é take it out on him.

nator SPECTER. So you decided not to use fake money, but used
the real money.

Ms. HynsoN. So we used the real thing.

p Sti]na;:or SPECTER. And the authorities did not want you to go to
o this?

Ms. HynsoN. No, sir. They did not want me to go alone, but I

knew if they saw anybody else, the rage that woulg hit them just
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because I did not do what they said—they trusted me. That is why
they asked for me rather than my father or my mother. :

Senator Specter. But you decided to use real money and to go
alone in order not to take any chances with your son’s safety?

Ms. HynsON. Yes, sir. I waited 8 years for ¥1im.

Senator SpecTER. Anc' what happened next?

Ms. Hynson. Well, I went up on the old road, and it was so thick.
I was looking to the ridght, which is really the Taylor graveyard,
but see, they have lived there all their life, and they are still not
sure what is called what, and when I came out at the end of the
road, the bank is at the end where ruy dad’s truck had been
moving furniture, and the clock said 2:05. So I knew I was just 5
minutes past when he told me to meet him, and he was nct in
there. So I circled back again. It is almost like a banana shape
where you go through, and when I went back again, 1 just parked
it and waited, and then he came out of the woods on the left in-
stead of the right where he told me to meet him.

He wanted me to get out of the van, and I told him I was not
getting out until I got my son.

Senator SPECTER. One man?

Ms. HynsoN. One I could see at the time.

Senator SPECTER. How was he dressed?

Ms. Hynson. Just bluejeans and a jacket and it looked—if you
remember the old feed sacks, flour sacks the flour used to come in,
but I do not know where he would have gotten them like now. So I
do not know exactly what it was, but the corners were tied up like
little bunny rabbit ears and two slits for eyes, and that is all, and
white gloves on.

N Sgrvlator SPECTER. So you were unable to recognize him with that
ood?

Ms. Hynson. Well, it was only the distance of the width of the
road from me, and since the type of people I am talking about wear
the same clothes all the time, you know, they get new clothes and
ihey wear them till they fall off, and then they get a new set, you

now.

Senator SPECTER. Were you able to recognize the man from his
clothes?

Ms. HynsoN. From his walk, but see, that is not enough, you
know, as far as, you know, being able to recognize somebody’s fea-
tures. But when Ke spoke to me, I knew which family he was from,
and he told me——

Senator SPECTER. And what happened next?

Ms. Hynson. He told me to get out of the van, and I told him—
he did not. He just signaled for me to get out of the van, and I told
him I was not getting out till I saw Casey. So he went back to the
woods behind him, and at the time I cannot remember if I saw one
or two. My son says he was by himself. I have never heard him tes-
tify because they do not want me to hear what he has to say and
vice versa, and when he would weave back and forth in the woods,
there would be times I could see him, and I could not.

So when he bent down to get Casey, he had Casey sitting on a log
blindfolded. I do not know if I thought I saw two at one time or I
just saw one. I was as erratic as one person could possibly be at
that moment.
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Senator SPECTER. You were very excited, obviously.

Ms. HynsoN. But anyhow, when he came back toward the road,
all I was watching was Casey to see, you know, that he was all
right and that he was walking and he was not hurt.

So then he signaled to me again to get out of the van, and I said,
“You let him jump the ditch.” It is, I guess, a 3-foot-deep ditch.

Senator SpecTeR. Did the man examine the money during this
time?

Ms. HynsoN. No. See, 1 still had the money. So I said, “You let
Casey jump the ditch and I will throw the money out.” I did not
get out of the van because I did not know who else was with him.

So when I threw the money bag to him, he let Casey’s hand go,
and he jumped. He was on the road, and Casey came in front of the
van and got in on my side, and there was a welded—I have never
seen money bags before, but maybe that is the way they come.
There was a welded part where you could not have ripped it open
with your hand. You probably had to cut something later to get it.

Had I known, fake money could have been fine, but I did not
know that at the time, and it was not worth the risk.

Senator SPECTER. And what happened next?

Ms. Hynson. He just hollered at me, “This better be good,” and
ran back into the woods.

Senator SpecTER. And what did you do?

Ms. Hynson. Well, at the time I was all wired by the FBI, you
know, and I was giving them detailed information as to cars I was
passing, and little did I know none of it was working, you know,
which is just as well. I probably was more confident had I thought
I was being telecast or not.

Senator SpEcTER. But the recording device did not work?

Ms. HynsoN. No, sir. They thought they had lost me, and the
helicopters were flying over. I could hear them, but they could not
see me for the overgrowth of trees, but when they did spot me, that
is when they came in. Just as Casey crossed in front of the van to
get in. the helicopter called back to the police and said, “The child
is loose,” and they came.

Senator SpEcTER. Were any arrests made?

Ms. HynsoN. Not right then. I got at the end of the road. I am
not sure if he is FBI or State police. They were all plainclothes po-
licemen, and our county sheriff asked, you know, as much as I
could tell them that quick, and then they ran back through the
woods to see where it was and everything, and our sheriff recog-
nized from the description of the clothes, and later because the boy
had come right back into the crowd to watch the investigation.

Senator SpecTkR. How long after your boy was returned was the
arrest made? .

Ms. Hynson. I do not think it was much more than an hour or
$0.

Senator SpecTER. And how many arrests were made, one?

Ms. HYNSoN. One from the clothes description.

Senator SpecTER. And was that man convicted?

Ms. Hynson. Well, they have not had the official trial yet. It is
not until the 14th of April. My husband has reminded me that |
do not want to say anything that would, you know, cause any

Q




24

chances of saying that 1 was publicizing it and therefore, the trial
was no good. I do not want that to happen.

Senator SPECTER. Has the money been recovered?

Ms. HynsoN. No, sir.

Senator SrecTER. What advice would you have for other parents,
Mrg. Hynson, to prevent an occurrence such as your son’s kidnap-
ing?

Ms. Hynson. Well, I cannot say you can watch them every
minute, and this is something that we have been doing as far as
going home out of my back door for 8 years. So that was—you feel
like your children are safe in their own backyard. I do not even
have a neighbor, you know, close around.

I know I was lucky because we are such a close community, and
when 1 called the sheriff~-my dad called the sheriff and said,
“Casey’s missing.” He knew Casey, knew his personality. The
schools now put out a fingerprint system around in our area. This
has shook up our whole county.

Senator SpecTer. What is your feeling about having a voluntary
fingerprint system?

Ms. Hynson. I think if there is any chance that that would save
a child, what does a little ink on their fingers hurt?

Senator SpecTER. Has your county put this fingerprint system
into effect?

Ms. HynsoN. All of the local schools have.

Senator SpEcTER. Have you had Casey fingerprinted?

l\l'{s. HyNsoN. Yes, sir. I have it at home pinned to the pantry
wall.

Senator SpECTER. Under the Missing Children’s Assistance Act
which Senator Hawkins and I have introduced, we would establish
a national resource center and clearinghouse and a national toll-
free telephone line.

What are your thoughts as to the benefit of such a system?

Ms. HynsoNn. I think it would be most beneficial. I was lucky,
like I say, because I could not think and my dad did the rest, but
there are so many parents that do not have that many family
around or know who to call at the time. If everybody knew that
there was a local toll-free number like your emergency number,
911, if it was that commonplace, then it may save a life. It may be
the time that you could catch whoever has got your child to hours
wasted when you cannot get them back.

Senator SpEcTER. Well, our basic concern is that local authori-
ties, thou%h well intentioned, may not have experience in finding a
missing child. If this national system were established, your local
sheriff, could benefit from the expertise on the national level and
take whatever action may be apnropriate to try to locate the child.

Do you think this national system would be of value to local and
State authorities.

Ms. HynsonN. Yes, sir, because 1 feel like your lecal police have
all they can take care of with just the everyday things; that they
golgot have time or the money to be expertised in any of these
ields.

Senator SpecTER. Senator Hawkins?

Senator HAwkiIns. I would like to tell you that there is a new
system out now because of our effort to fingerprint children, which
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uses a new type of paper and no ink at all. So there is no more
mess when you fingerprint children. I have been doing it quite a
lot around the country, and it is a great new system, and we rec-
ommend it.

Did you have any current photos of Casey, a really recent photo?

Ms. HynsoN. Yes, ma’am.

Senator HAwkins. If that day you had not been able to find him,
you could have had posters made?

Ms. HynsoN. Oh, yes, ma'am. There were photos everywhere.

Senator HAwkINs. How were you able to raise that amount of
money? Not every parent would have been able to get $75,000.

Ms. HynsoN. Well, I could not have raised 75 cents, but thank
heavens—like I say, I think they really did not take my child
versus they took my father’s grandchild because they know he is
on the bank board. I do not know why they think because you do
these things—they are volunteer, I mean, as far as that goes.

We worked 12, 14 hours a day. Rich people do not work 12 to 14
hours a day, and the whole family works. We are there all the
time, but certain peoEIe who do not understand economics see
money. They feel you have money. So my dad—it took two banks.
We are such a locale that it took two banks to raise that kind of
money. We did not even have a bank that had that type of money.

Senator HAWKINS. Had you ever heard of any of the Child Find
organizations prior to this?

Ms. HynsoN. Well, the story “Adam” earlier. I am most interest-
ed in children. Mine is my whole life, and I could not watch the
story “Adam.” I took Casey u; .tairs, and we read books until it
was over because those kind of things upset me. You know, you
always think they will not happen to you, but I listened to the end
of it, you know, with the part of helping other people. I even
taught Casey to use the area code. He knew his phone number
since he was 3, but I never thought about the area code, and so it
seems funny that the very next day when he got up for school, we
}earned the area code, and then this happens less than a month
ater.

Senator HAwkins. Would it have been helpful to you to talk to
another parent at any time during this period. A parent who had
had this happen to them?

Ms. Hynson. Well, I do not know if another parent. I think the
most comforting thing was an FBI inspector who had handled a
kidnaping case just prior to mine.

Senator HAWKINS. And you told Senator Specter he came that
evening? How long did it take the FBI to come?

Ms. Hynson, They were there and had the phone systems and
everlything set up by 1 or 2 in the morning. Time did not mean a
whole lot at the time, but I know it was just a matter of hours
before our parking lot was swarmed with police cars and dogs and
everything.

Senator HAWKINS. You realize that is because you had the
ransom request, that is why the FBI came so rapidly.

Ms. HynsoN. Yes, ma’am.

Senator HAwkINS. Thank you for being so brave and sharing this
Lnfol:'mation with us today, and we are so thankful you have Casey
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Ms. HynsoN. Anything anyone can do to help children, I know
they would try.

Senator HAwkiNs. Thank you very much.

Se‘)nator SpecTER. One or two more questions. How is your son
now?

Ms. HynsoN. He is fine. I have been wanting to take him to the
child development center in Fredericksburg because the FBI agent
had requested it, but so far appointments were booked on the days
Casey could go.

Senator SpEcTER. Do you believe Casey has escaped with no ill
effects from this experience?

Ms. HynsoN. I really do. There are several times that he is a
little leery now, but like if we go outside at nighttime after I get off
work and it is dark, I have to walk him to his side of the van,
which I never did before, but as far as the boy himself, I am grate-
ful it was the boy it was instead of one of his brothers because he
said, “Momma, I like him. He even let me see his gun.”

Senator Specter. Tell us about the weapon. What evidence was
there of a weapon in the case?

Ms. HynsoN. Well, the only evidence, I think-I am not positive. I
have not gotten all of the details--but except for the fact that my
son had mentioned it, I do not think there is. He had seen it, and
Casey described it to the police, but I do not know one from the
other. But he even described the fact that the boy had made some-
thing on the handle.

Senator SpecTER. Mrs. Hynson, thank you very, much for coming
forward. We appreciate your assistance and your testimony. Thank
you.

I would now like to call on Mrs. Jean Humphrey of Sallisaw,
OK. Welcome, Mrs. Humphrey. We very much appreciate your
joining us here today.

As I understand, you are an elementary school teacher in Arkan-
sas. Tell us a little bit about yourself. Where do you live and where
do you work?

STATEMENT OF JEAN HUMPHREY, SALLISAW, OK

Ms. HumpHREY. I live in Sallisaw, OK, which is about 22 miles
from Fort Smith, Ark.

Senator SpecTER. Right near the border?

Ms. HumpHREY. OK, right near the border.

I am a third-grade teacher at Eckle’s Elementary School. I have
taught there for 18 years. I am single, never remarried. I have one
child, Jamie Linn.

Senator SpECTER. And how old is your child, Jamie Linn?

Ms. HumpHREY. Jamie will be 8 this month, February 25.

Senator SPECTER. And tell us in your own way what happened to
Jamie Linn?

Ms. HumpHREY. It is a much different story, although just as sad.
This was a parental kidnaping. This is the second time also that
Jamie was taken. I would need to start back when she was 3%
years old.

I had delivered my daughter for a week’s visitation with her
father in the spring or, rather, the fall. I dropped her off and left
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her there for the week, fully expecting to go back and pick her up
again.

When I went back to get the child a week later, I found that the
home was vacated, that there had been a travel trailer purchased,
and leave had been taken off of work, and no post office box was
still there. Everything was just gone.

As I began to investigate and make calls, I found that my ex-hus-
band had left. He had, in fact, taken Jamie, and of course, this was
my first time, first dealing with child stealing. I had not any idea
what it was until this point.

I went directly, after about 2 hours of making telephone calls
and trying to verify that the child was taken, to the police depart-
ment, and did have difficulty getting anything done there, but I
think mainly that is again because we are in a small area, and my
husband, my ex-husband, had planned more than likely a year in
advance to do this, and he had talked to the district attorney there
without my knowing about it, and saying that there were alterca-
tions when he would come to pick up the child and that there were
problems, of which there were none.

So this district attorney was in favor of my husband rather than
myself, and so I had a hard time even getting him to talk to me. In
fact, he left the office after approximately sitting in the outer office
for an hour. He left by the back way.

Senator SpECTER. Now, returning to the basic facts, Mrs. Hum-
phrey, did you leave your child with somebody?

Ms. HUMPHREY. I left her with the child’s father.

Senator SPECTER. You left her voluntarily with the child’s father?

Ms. HuMPHREY. Yes. It was a weekly visitation.

Senator SpecTer. How long had you expected your daughter to
stay with the father?

Ms. HumpHREY. For 1 week.

Senator SPECTER. And then when you returned, he was gone and
there were no traces of the child?

Ms. HuMPHREY. No traces.

Senator SPECTER. And what did you do next in your efforts to
locate your child?

Ms. HumpHREY. This was the difficult part. We, of course, contin-
ued to ask for a warrant to be issued, and eventually this was done.
From this we were one of the fortunate people that were able to
get a Federal flight warrant, which involved the FBI.

Senator SPECTER. And how soon did the FBI come into the case?

Ms. HuMPHREY. Within a month. It took a month, but you know,
things went slow.

Senator SPECTER. Your first complaint was to the loce.” district at-
torney?

Ms. HumpHREY. Definitely.

Senator SPECTER. And you told him about what had happened,
and he was sympathetic to your ex-husband because your ex-nus-
band had talked to him earlier and had sort of gotten the D.A. pre-
disposed to be in your husband’s favor?

Ms. HUMPHREY. Yes, that is correct.

Senator SPECTER. And how long did it finally take you to per-
suade the district attorney that your husband had, in sz;ct, unlaw-
fully abducted the child?
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Ms. HumpHREY. We did not persuade him. We persuaded an as-
sistant district attorney, who put his job on the line.

Senator SpeCTER. But the assistant D.A. did not overrule the
D.A., did he? A
%\{lsd HumpHREY. He issued the warrant, and then it was never re-

called.

Senator SpecTeER. The assistant D.A. saw to it that the warrants
were issued?

Ms. HuMPHREY. Yes, and from that point we then visited with
our U.S. attorney in the area and tried to seek the Federal flight
warrant.

Senator SpecTer. Did you receive cooperation from the US. at-
torney’s office?

Ms. HuMPHREY. Yes, at that time we did, yes.

Ser?ator SpecTER. And then you obtained the Federal flight war-
rant’

Ms. HuMPHREY. Yes.

Senator SPECTER. All that took about 30 days?

Ms. HumpHREY. Yes, approximately 30 days.

Senator SPECTER. And at what stage, if at all, did the FBI come
into the case?

Ms. Humpurey. I would say approximately ¢t the end of that
first month period. I understand the agent that was assigned to me
went on vacation at that time. So I am not sure whether the file
laid on the desk for that length of time.

Senator SPECTER. At this time Senator Hawkins must leave to
fulfill her other commitments. She will submit additional ques-
tioins for the record. Thank you, Senator Hawkins.

What happened next after the Federal flight warrant was issued
and after the FBI entered the case?

Ms. HumMpPHREY. Once the warrant was issued and the agents en-
tered, within a 8-month period my daughter was found in Everett,
Wash. At that time my ex-husband had not changed his name, and
he was still using credit cards and things that were easily traced,
and so within——

Senator SPECTER. Your child was located in Everett, Wash.?

Ms. HUMPHREY. Yes.

Senator SpecTeR. And how was your child sc located?

Ms. HumpHRrey. Through FBI. They never really told me how
they located her. They just called one day and said, “We have lo-
cated your child. Wou{d you please fly to Everett and pick her up,”’
which is what we did.

Senator Specter. When you say “we,” who went with you?

Ms. HuMmpHREY. I have a very close-knit family also. I had two
brothers that went, or, rather, a brother and a sister that went this
time, and that was the first time.

Senator SPECTER. And was your daughter still with your ex-hus-
band at that time?

Ms. HUMPHREY. She had been removed fron. his care and placed
in a custody home, a foster home.

Senator Specter. How did it happen that she was removed from
his care and placed in a foster home?

Ms. HUMPHREY. It was my understanding any time a child, there
is a custody problem, the child is removed from both persons that
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are inf\(olved, placed with a foster home until the problem is taken
care of.

Senator SpecTER. How was she located?

Ms. HUMPHREY. | have no idea. Again, the FBIL

Senator SPECTER. You never found out how she way located?

Ms. HumpHRrEY. Right. I cannot tell you that. They never di-
vulged that information.

Senator SPECTER. Do you know if she was located in the company
of your ex-husband?

Ms. HuMPHREY. Yes, definitely.

X S((eir;ator SPECTER. She was located in the company of your ex-hus-
and?

Ms. HUMPHREY. Yes.

Senator SpecTER. Was your ex-husband prosecuted?

Ms. HumpHREY. No, we were never able to get my ex-husband ex-
tradited from the State of Washington.

Senator SPECTER. You could not get him extradited?

Ms. HuMPHREY. This is a problem once you find——

Senator SpECTER. Why not?

Ms. HumPHRrEY. There was nothing. There was no reason that
they gave. I have a brother who is an attorney. We wrote letters
back and forth. There was never any reason why they would not
extradite him, but they did not.

Senator SpecTER. The procedure to be followed in such a case is
that the Governor of the State where the alleged crime occurred
presents a warrant to the Governor of the State where the defend-
ant is located. Did the Governor of the State of Oklahoma present
the warrant to the Governor of the State of Washington?

Ms. HUMPHREY. To my knowledge, that was not done, and maybe
that is ignorance on my part.

Senator SpEcTER. But you do not know why?

Ms. HuMPHREY. I do not know why.

Senator SPECTER., And did you make the request that the Gover-
nor issue that warrent? .

Ms. HumPHREY. I, again, think that is ignorance on my part. I
did not make that request because I did not realize that that was
my part, that I was supposed to do that. You know, I felt as though
my child was home, and I had taken care of all that legal aspect,
and I really did not get legal counsel to tell me to do that.

Senator SPEcTER. Was there a connection between the TV movie
“Adam” and the recovery of your daughter?

Ms. HUMPHREY. Yes.

Senator SpECTER. Would you tell us about that, please?

Ms. HumpHREY. Now we are talking about the second time that
Jamie was taken. The second time she was taken was from her kin-
dergarten playground, and she was taken by her father.

Senator SPECTER. You have already recounted the first instance.

Ms. HuUMPHREY. The first kidnaping.

Senator SpecTER. Which occurred about 2% years ago?

Ms. HumpHREY. No, that was when she was 3%. So that would
have been in 1979, Is that 2% years, approximately? A little bit
longer than that. She was taken the first time when she was 3%.

he second time she was taken she was 5%. Right now, present-
ly, she is 8 years old.
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Senator SpECTER. And what were the circumstances of her being
taken when she was 57

Ms. HumpHREY. All right. The second time, she was delivered to
her kindergarten door. Her father was in disguise there and was
just asking some directions from one of the teachers. As Jamie en-
tered the door, he reached down and picked her up and began to
proceed to take her to a car.

My father was there, the grandfather who is very devoted to
Jamie and has helped take care of Jamie all of this time, especially
under the circumstances; pursued the car also, four teachers. They
broke a glass in the car. They got the man’s glasses. They were
able to do a great deal, but they were never able to get the child
away from the man.

He got into the car and sped away at a high rate of speed, and so
my father returned to his car and was going to pursue. There was
a detective that had been hired by my ex-husband that was driving
a white van that pulled in behind my ex-husband and my child to
slow down anybody that might pursue the vehicle.

So therefore, my father could not pursue, and so he went directly
to the police department, and they set up roadblocks. It did not
occur that my child and my ex-husband were found, but the detec-
%livg vﬁho helped was caught, and when he was brought to jail, he

ad the——

Senator SPECTER. The detective who had helped your husband
abduct your child?

Ms. HumpHREY. Yes, yes, that was driving the van. He was
caught. He was stopped, and he was brought into the sheriff's de-
partment, and he admitted that it was Jim Humphrey that had
taken the child.

Senator SPECTER. And this was a private detective?

Ms. HUMPHREY. Yes.

Senator SpecTER. Was he prosecuted?

Ms. HumpHREY. No; again, this is a very difficult thing, and I
cannot tell you why, but these people are not.

Senator Specter. Did you file a complaint against him?

Ms. HUMPHREY. Yes.

Senator SpECTER. With the District Attorney?

Ms. HUMPHREY. Yes.

Senator SpectER. And what happened?

Ms. HumpHREY. Nothing, absolutely nothing. We eventually-

Senator SpecTeER. Was there a hearing?

Ms. HumpPHREY. No; he was——

Senator SpECTER. Were you represented by counsel? You men-
tioned that your brother is a lawyer?

Ms. HuMPHREY. Yes.

Senator SpecTER. Well, that is strange, Mrs. Humphrey. In a case
like that it is kidnaping.

Ms. HumpHREY. No, it is not considered kidnaping. It is child
stealing, which there is a great deal of difference. The man, as long
as he is helping the parent, he was not charged with kidnaping. He
was only a witness to this whole thing. Again, you get into small
town politics and small town law.

Senator SpEcTER. Under Oklahoma law, is there a distinction be-
tween child stealing and kidnaping?
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Ms. HUMPHREY .

QSenator SPECTER. .\nd what is the distinction, as you understand
it?

Ms. HumpHREY. Well, kidnaping is when your child is taken by
someone other than the parent. Child stealing is when the child is
tﬁken by a parent. There is a definite difference in the weight of
the two.

, Sgnator SPECTER. But child stealing is illegal under Oklahoma
aw?

Ms. HUMPHREY. Yes, it is illegal, but it is not considered with the
same heaviness as far as importance.

Senator SPECTER. It carries a lesser penalty?

Ms. HuMPHREY. Much lesser.

Senator SPECTER. But it is still a crime?

Ms. HUMPHREY. Yes.

Senator SpecTER. Well, I would suggest to you, Mrs. Humphrey,
that the detective’s role, in accordance with your description was
one of an accomplice and a coconspirator. He was not simply a wit-
ness.

Ms. HumPHREY. But you must get someone else that is there in
the II)Q.A.’s office to charge, to make these charges. I cannot do that,
can I?

Senator SPECTER. No, you can. Any citizen can file a complaint
against another who has allegedly violated the law. The next deter-
mination is whether there is sufficient evidence to make a prima
facie case to proceed. You have the circumstance where your father
witnessed your ex-husband take the child with the detective
present. That in and of itself i¢ sufficient evidence to proceed
against the detective as an accomplice and coconspirator for what-
ever it was that your ex-husband had done.

Ms. HumpHREY. Well, it is very difficult to ex lain, but in our
community, in our area, nothing was done. Basically we did sue the
company that the detective worked for, and we di(f receive a judg-
ment from that suit.

Senator SPECTER. A civil judgment from the company?

Ms. HUMPHREY. A judgment, yes.

Senator SpecteR. Well, I would like to examine it, I will have my
staff look at what happened in the criminal matter because as you
describe it, it does not sound right.

But tell us about the circumstances for the recovery of your
child, which is the more primary concern here today.

Ms. HUMPHREY. Yes, and of course, I have so much appreciation
and gratitude for Child Find. That is our local, our association that
works for helping to find missing children.

The movie “Adam” was shown approximately 3'%2 months ago.
At the end of the movie there were 55 pictures of missing children.
My little girl’s picture was one of those shown, and that was on
Monday might. At approximately Thursday, I received a call stating
that they felt as though they had located Jamie Lynne in Canada
under an assumed name, and I began at that time to make plans to
fly to Canada, which we did the next day.

Senator SPECTER. So in the TV movie, “Adam,” they showed a
number of children who were missing and one of them was your
daughter?
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Ms. HuMPHREY. Yes.

Senator SPECTER. And someone found her?

Ms. HUMPHREY. Yes.

Senator SpECTER. And in whose custody was she at that time?

Ms. HumPHREY. She was again in her father’s custody, but he
had assumed another name, a dead man’s name in Canada.

Senator SpecTER. And where was she at that time, Vancouver?

Ms. HumpHREY. No, she was located in Surry, which is a suburb
of Vancouver, but she had spent a year in Vernon, the first year
that she was away, and this is where the pastor that recognized
Jamie lived, and Jamie and her father had attended church there
with him, and so he did recognize the child, and he made the
proper call to the authorities.

Senator SpeECTER. Did your ex-husband then turn the child over
to the authorities?

Ms. HumpHREY. Yes. He had no choice. Again, they are taken
from both parents and they are placed with the Social Services or
with a custodian parent, a foster parent, until the matter can be
resolved.

We did go to court. I arrived there approximately at 4 o’clock in
the afternoon. We had a court proceeding between 5 and 8 that
evening to determine who would have temporary custody of Jamie
during the time, until we had a custody hearing, and I did win that
custody.

Senator SpecTER. Did your husband contest that in court?

Ms. HumPHREY. At that time, he had still not decided what he
was going to do. He did not—yes, he did contest that point.

Senator SpECTER. Was he in court?

Ms. HumpHREY. No, he was in jail. He was represented by his
wife and her attorney.

Senator SPECTER. Xnd did she contest the custody issue?

Ms. HumPHREY. No.

Senator SPECTER. But at any rate, you were awarded custody of
your child?

Ms. HUMPHREY. Yes, yes.

Senator SPECTER. And then you took your child home with you?

Ms. HumpHREY. Not at that point. We waited the weekend, and
on Monday we went back to court where final custody—see, I had
temporary custody, and I had to go—I had to have final custody
taken care of. So Monday we went back to court, and that was
gonﬁ, and then Monday afternoon I was able to bring my child

ack.

Senator SPEC1ER. But you obtained final custody?

Ms. HUMPHREY. Yes.

Senator SpeEcTER. And you brought your child home?

Ms. HumpHREY. Yes. I might say that there was a Federal flight
warrant issued also for this second kidnaping. It did take a while to
get, but they were also very close to where my ex-husband was. I
just cannot emphasize how important that the FBI is and that
their warrants are because they have such a broad network of com-
munications, and they can find people.

Senator SPECTER. You felt the FBI did a good job in helping you?

Ms. HumPHREY. I felt as though at the time it was a long time
this time. The first time it just took them 4 months. The second
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time it was more than a year before I had heard anything, but once

Jamie was found and we began to talk with the agents, they had

already gotten into Vancouver. They had already found the as-

sumed name that my ex-husband was using. So, you see, they were

Lust within a matter of weeks before they would have also located
er.

Senator SPecTER. How is your daughter at the present time?

Ms. HuMPHREY. My daugKter is taken care of well physically. My
daughter has been able to adjust to a certain degree, it seems as
though, beautifully, but I always will wonder about the emotional
stress that she has gone througﬂ because she has been pulled apart
between a father and a mother.

Senator SpecTeR. How does she seem?

Ms. HuMPHREY. Outwardly, she seems fine. She seems fine.

Senator SPecTER. Was there any dprosecution brought or pursued
against your husband on this second instance?

Ms. HuMpPHREY. Yes, and that again, I am not at liberty to talk
about that because the trial has not been definitely set, you know,

Senator SPECTER. But the matter is pending?

Ms. HumPHREY. Yes, it is pending.

Senator SpecTER. Do you think it would be useful to have a na-
tional clearing house to advise somebody in your position on the
procedures to be taken to recover a child who is abducted?

Ms. HuMPHREY. Most definitely. Anything that can be done to a
parent to help because you have no idea what you are going
through. You have no idea the trauma that you feel when you face
that you may not ever see your child again.

I am one of the fortunate ones. My daughter has been gone
twice, and she has been returned twice, but I am sitting amongst
people that have not been that fortunate, and my heart goes out to
them. So anything that can be done.

Senator SPECTER. Are you apprehensive that your daughter may
be taken again by your hushand, who has made two successful ef-
forts in that regard?

Ms. HUMPHREY. Yes, sir. I would have to term that considering it
has happened twice, I do not see any reason why it cannot happen
a third time, and if there is a new country, another place that will
offer him a place to come, it will be done, and there is no way that
you can prevent this.

Once a chil.. becomes school age, if you are going to give them
any normality in any normal school life, you cannot put them
under lock and key, and when a child has a certain amount of
flexibility in their movements, this can be done. She was taken.
You know, I had her walked to the door of her room by her grand-
father, and she was still taken even at the expense of four teachers
fighting their way to the car.

You cannot ston it. If it is going to happen, you cannot stop these
people. They can find some point in your schedule that is a weak
point.

Senator SpecTER. Well, Mrs. Humphrey, I think your case cer-
tainly illustrates the need for some guidance and counseling on the
rights of a parent in your situation and how those rights can be
effectuated.

Ms. HumpHREY. Definitely.
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Senator SpecTER. The second kidnaping was obviously a result of
failure of action on the first instance. The laws of our various
States differ in some material respects, and Oklahoma may, as you
say, have a lesser offense for child stealing as opposed to a regular
kidnaping statute. When one parent has custody, the other parent
has no right to take the child, and there are some States which
r?lgard that as kidnaping just as if the parent were not a parent at
all.

Now as yon described the first case——

Ms. HumpHREY. I might mention that he also had sought custody
of Jamie in the State of Washington, illegally, but he had also cus-
tody papers that appeared to be legal, just the same as mine, and
so you know, we had to go back, and we declared those null and
void, and it is a lot. A lot of things have to be done.

Senator SPeCcTER. Well, there are sometimes contests between
two States. Sometimes the first State will say the custody is in the
mother and the second State will say the custody is in the father.
However, if the second State says custody is in the father without
notice to the mother and an opportunity to contest that proceeding,
then the second proceeding would be void. This is what you de-
scribed here.

Ms. HumpHRrEY. Which we did that, yes.

Senator SpecTER. But the central point that I was commenting
on was the failure to pursue your remedies when your child was
first taken. If a prosecution had been pursued at that time and if
action had been taken against the detective, warrants would have
been issued and extradition possibly obtained. I have seen many of
those cases, and there are technical requirements that have to be
complied with. But had there been an offense in Oklahoma, and it
sounds as if there was, and had there been a national clearing-
house to give you the kind of counseling and advice you needed,
the recurrence may well have been prevented.

Ms. HumpHREY. That is very true. I agree with you fully.

Senator SpecTER. And you now know what you have to do to pre-
vent a recurrence yet in the future?

Ms. HUMPHREY. Yes.

Senator SpecTter. Well, we very much appreciate your coming.
Your situation is very important and illustrative of a very serious
problem which we will be addressing.

Ladies and gentlemen, unfortunately I am due on the floor. I
have to take a short recess, and I will return as soon as possible
perhaps within 10 or 15 minutes.

We stand in recess for a short period of time.

[A short recess was taken.]

Senator SPECTER. The hearing will resume.

We now call upon the Honorable Mitch McConnell, Judge and
Executive of Jefferson County, Ky., and Chairman of the Kentucky
Task Force on Exploited and Missing Children.

Judge McConnell, we welcome you here. We appreciate your
taking the tinie from your busy schedule to come to Washington.

As I said, it was only after I was in the hall that I heard you had
a plane to catch, but I think that we will be able to accommodate
your schedule. So welcome, and we await your testimony.
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- STATEMENT OF HON. MITCH McCONNELL, JUDGE AND EXECU-

TIVE OF JEFFERSON COUNTY, KY, CHAIRMAN OF THE KEN-
TUCKY TASK FORCE ON EXPLOITED AND MISSING CHILDREN

Judge McCoNNELL. Thank you very much, Senator.

It is a pleasure to be back in this room in a slightly different ca-
pacity. A couple of years ago, a little longer ago than I would like
to remember, I sat on those back benches with the staffers when [
worked for a U.S, Senator in this body. It is nice to be back in a
different role about a subject that you have been instrumental in
over the years. I want to commend you at the outset for your na-
tional leadership, as well as your involvement in this issue during
your prosecutorial days, back in Pennsylvania.

I have admired your work for some time, and I want to commend
you for it and Senator Hawkins.

Senator SPECTER. I appreciate it. We thank you.

Judge McCONNELL. | appreciate very much the opportunity to be
here today and to lend my endorsement and that of the Kentucky
Task Force on Exploited and Missing Children to the passage of the
Missing Children’s Assistance Act,

Mr. Chairman, I have submitted testimony in detail, which I
would like to submit for the record.

Senator SpecTeR. Judge McConnell, your full statement will be
made a part of the record.

Judge McCoNNELL. Thank you.

I would like to confine my remarks to a brief summary of the
recommendations of the Kentucky Task Force on Exploited and
Missing Children, this blue book which the staff has and which we
produced last September after seven public hearings held around
Kentucky. It includes a variety of different recommendations.

Deviating from the text just a minute, I cannot help but react to
the testimony of the previous witness with regard to the noncusto-
dial parental kidnapings. Kentucky happens to be one of only
seven States 1a which parental interference with custody is simply
a misdemeanor, making extradition quite difficult.

One of the recommendations that we are making to the general
assembly in Kentucky, which is meeting right now, is that custodi-
al interference be upgraded from misdemeanor to felony status so
that authorities can get extradition in these cases. Otherwise you
end up with some absurd results.

Senator SPECTER. But you say, Judge, only seven States classify it
as a misdemeanor?

Judge McCoNNELL. Right.

Senator SPECTER. The other 43 make it a felony?

Judge McCoNNELL. The balance of them make it appropriately
felonious conduct. In our judgment, and I know you share this
view, there is no difference between kidnaping by a parent who
does not have custody and kidnaping by a stranger. A kidnaping is
a kidnaping.

Senator SPECTER. A couple of non-Oklahoma lawyers might spec-
ulate about what the law of Oklahoma is, a lawyer from Pennsyl-
vania and a lawyer from Kentucky.

Do you happen to know?
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Judge McCoNNELL. My guess is that it is among the seven. Ken-
tucky will not be in that category much longer. We are very
pleased that the eight recommendations of this task force report,
which require legislation, are being sponsored by the speaker of the
Kentucky House of Representatives, and 49 other members of the
Kentucky House of Representatives. Hearings on the bill happen to
be going on today.

Senator SpeCTER. In the other 43 States, is the taking of a child
by a parent without lawful custody or from whom lawful custody
has been excluded, considered in the same category as kidnaping?

Judge McConNELL. I do not know, but I know it is at least a
felony, which simplifies the extradition problem. As you know, Mr.
Chairman, there were roughly 100,000 of these noncustodial paren-
tal kidnapings in America last year, and most of these parents do
not have custody for darned good reason. If they were responsible
parents, really interested in their children, they could simply peti-
tion the court for a rehearing and come back in and try to get cus-
tody of the child.

In fact, that is not what they have in mind. They are typically
pretty bad characters, and you end up with some really horrendous
results. That is not part of my remarks, but I wanted to react to
I ar testimony because I thought it was very important.

Senator SpecTER. Thank you.

Judge McCoNNELL. I might say, at the risk of bragging just a bit,
that the Kentucky task force report has been generally considered
the top product on this field in the country.

John Walsh was in Louisville back in November and indicated
his feeling that it was the best product in this field of exploited and
missing children that he had seen, and we are proud of that.

In developing our findings in the task force repc-t, we attempted
to show the relationship between runaway and abducted children,
on t-c one hand, and exploited and abused children, on the other.
There is a definite connection.

In fact, our study of 844 missing child reports filed last year with
the Jefferson County Police Department—that is my home
county—showed that about 9 to 10 percent of the missing children
were exploited at the time they were missing. This compares with
figures showing that 85 percent of the exploited children of Jeffer-
son County dealt with through cur exploited and missing child unit
were missing during the period of exploitation. So there is a clear
nexus betwee n being missing, on the one hand, and being subject to
exploitation, on the other.

Last fall, as I indicated earlier, the Kentucky task force conclud-
ed its series of seven public hearings held around Kentucky and
adopted the final report to which I have made reference.

Our recommendations deal with the problems of runaways, pa-
rental abductions, v/hich we have heard so much about this morn-
ing, strauger abductions, and the particular vulnerability of run-
away and abducted children to exploitation and abuse, and we deal
with them as if they are interrelated problems because, in our
opinion, Mr. Chairman, they are interrelated problems.

Therefore, we and most experts in this area have termed the
problem “the exploited and missing child problem.” Early last

42




37

week, as I indicated, our legislative package was introduced in
Kentucky with significant sponsorship across the board.

As a result of our statewide efforts in Kentucky and because of
the model programs in Jefferson County, we feel we have staked
out a leadership position in this field, and we are proud of it and
proud to have the opportunity here today to make some observa-
tions about the Missing Children’s Assistance Act.

There are three concerns that I have with the legislation, Mr.
Chairman, as it is currently drafted. I would like to respectfully
suggest some modifications of the legislation.

First, the act presently calls for only 5 members of the advisory
board. In my opinion, the act should call for at least 12 to 15 mem-
bers. There are many people, with a variety of different back-
grounds, who know a great deal about the field of exploited and
missing children. While I have served on a few advisory commit-
tees that seemed too large and had nothing to do, my guess is that
in this field you can certainly find 12 to 15 folks who really can
add a different perspective to this whole area.

Second, the act also {)resently calls for services to missing chil-
dren only through age 13 unless abduction is indicated. The age of
concern for intervention by this act should be birth, beginnings
through emancipation, which I guess in most States is 18,

All children should receive needed technical assistance and pro-
tection, not just the very young.

Third, the act presently fails to adequately address the nexus, as
I said, between exploited aid missing children as it is now known
professionally. The National Resource Center on Missing and Ex-
ploited Children must seek to afford protection in an affirmative
pro-active way to children from the beginning of their lives to age
18 in the overlapping categories of missing and exploited.

The relationship between being a missing child and becoming a
victim of child exploitation, prostitution or pornography is entirely
too close for any separation of resource or technical assistance that
is afforded by the new national center. The separation of these
problems serves to further endanger children already at risk.

I might say, Mr. Chairman, that one of the things that our task
force did, that I know you have emphasized and that I think is ex-
tremely important, is tKe fingerprinting of schoolchildren.

In Kentucky now, in all 120 counties, there are fingerprinting
programs going on. Nothing has raised the level of public aware-
ness of this problem, with the possible exception of the movie
“Adam,” like the very graphic act of being fingerprinted. If those
fingerprint cards have the right kind of message on the back to go
home to the parents, they can raise the level of awareness signifi-
cantly, not diust of the missing child problem, but also of the ex-
ploited child problem.

I am assuming that one of the things that the National Resource
Center which you are setting up would do is to promote voluntar
fingerprints throughout the country in a very organized and effi-
cient way.

Senator SPECTER. What has the response been among the parents
to these fingerprinting opportunities for their childreng

Judge McCONNELL. Overwhelmingly positive, You know, when
we first launched this program, particularly in some of the rural
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counties, we thought there would be a lot of objections because of
privacy. So we make the point, of course, that it is strictly volun-
tary.

The other thing that some people ask, and it is important to dis-
abuse them of this notion, is whether there is going to be a file
kept somewhere with an additional copy of the fingerprint card.
We have made certain, therefore, that parents understand that
only one set of prints would be taken, and that that set of prints
would go home, usually with the child, to the parent. That deals
with whatever privacy problems parents might have.

So there has been almost nobody object to it throughout Ken-
tucky, and that has been very, very heartening,

Senator SpECTER. So under that procedure the child’s finger-
prints are retained in the custody of the parents to be used if, as
and when necessary?

Judge McCoNNELL. That is correct.

Senator SpecTER. There have been quite a number of objections
raised by civil liberties groups to possible incursions here.

Judge McConNELL. Well, I would object, frankly, if there were
going to be copies taken. I do not see any need in a free society like
this to have a set of fingerprints on law-abiding citizens in some
central police headquarters. I would object to that,

But this is strictly a voluntary thing, and the parents have the
only copy. I see no possible objection, and frankly, there have been
almost none.

Senator SpecTER, All of us who were in the military service, I be-
lieve, had our fingerprints taken.

Judge McCoNNELL. I think that for a good purpose like this
people are not going to object to it, and I think the uniform reac-
tion in large communities and small communities was that this
was a good thing to do.

Of course, we all know most of those fingerprints are never going
to he needed. But the fingerprint card provided the vehicle to take
home to the parent an additional message about this whole area.
On the back of the fingerprint card we had, I think, a fairly skill-
fully crafted message to the parent about not jus* the missing prob-
lem, but also the exploitation problem. So that it served to general-
ly raise the level of public awarness of the parents of this whole
area of concern,

Senator SpecTer. Does that conclude your testimony, Judge
McConnell?

Judge McCoNNELL. It does, and I want to again thank you for
sponsoring this act, Senator, I think it is an outstanding bill. I hope
it will pass, although I would like to see a couple of modifications,
as | indicated.

Senator Specter. Well, I think your suggestions are good ones,
and we will take them into consideration, The larger advisory
board recommendation has a lot of merit to it. I want to discuss
that and the other suggestions you have made with Senator Haw-
kins, Senator Warner, and others. We very much appreciate your
taking time, and we certainly do commend you for the leadership
role which you have taken on the Task Force on Exploited and
Missing Children in Kentucky.
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lSo thank you for joining us. I think you have time to catch your
plane.

Judge McCoNNELL. Thank you, Senator. It was a pleasure.
[The prepared statement of Judge McConnell follows:]
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PREPARED STATEMENT OF Jupge MiTcH McCoNNELL

MR. CHAIRMAN AND MEMBERS OF THE CoMMITTEE, | am MitcH McConmeLL,
CHAIRMAN OF THE KENTuckY TASK Force oN ExpLo1TED AND MissiNg CHILDREN
AND THE COUNTY JupGe/EXeEcUTIVE (THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFF ICER) OF
JEFFERSON COUNTY, KENTUCKY,

| APPRECIATE THE INVITATION TO SPEAK TO YOU TODAY ON A TOPIC OF
ABSOLUTELY CRITICAL IMPORTANCE TO ALL PEOPLE. IN MY MIND, THERE IS NO

" MORE REPREHENSIBLE CRIME, NO CRIME MORE DESERVING OF SERIOUS PUNISHMENT,
THAN THAT OF CHILD EXPLOITATION AND ABUSE., SIMILARLY, THERE ARE FEW
PROBLEMS AS DESERVING OF NATIONAL ATTENTION AND STATE AND LOCAL RESPONSE
AS THE PROBLEM OF MISSING CHILDREN,

I coMMEND SEN. SPECTER AND THE MEMBERS OF THI1S COMMITTEE FOR
HOLDING HEARINGS ON THIS SIGNIFICANT P! 'CE OF LEGISLATION: THE MISSING
CHILDREN'S ASSISTANCE ACT, COMMUNITIES SUCH AS MINE AND STATES SUCH
AS KENTUCKY ARE ATTEMPTING TO DO ALL THAT THEY CAN TO ASSIST MISSING
CHILDREN AND BETTER PROTECT ALL CHILDREN FROM EXPLOITATION AND ABUSE.
THERE 1S A POINT, HOWEVER, BEYOND WHICH WE CAN NOT uO AND WHERE OUR
RESOURCES CAN NOT REACH, THE NATIONAL TOLL-FREE TELEPHONE LINE AND
NATIONAL RESOURCE CENTER AND CLEARINGHOUSE, THAT YOU PROPOSE, PICKS

UP WHERE OUR WORK LEAVES OFF AND WILL GO A LONG WAY TOWARD PLUGGING
THE HOLES AND GAPS IN THE SYSTEM THAT | WILL REFER TO SHORTLY.

ALLOW ME, PLEASE, TO TRACE BRIEFLY THE HISTORY OF OUR INVOLVEMENT
IN KENTUCKY WITH THIS ISSUE OF EXPLOITED AND MISSING CHILDREN, TO TELL
YOU WHAT WE HAVE LEARNED ABOUT THE PROBLEM, AND THEREBY TO PROVIDE
YOU WITH A BETTER IDEA OF WHAT STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS CAN DO
AND WHERE THEY NEED THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT'S ASSISTANCE.

BAcK IN 1979 wHEN WE IN JEFFERSON COUNTY FIRST CAME TO APPRECIATE
THE GRAVITY OF THE CHILD EXPLOITATION PROBLEM, THERE WAS LITTLE PUBLIC
DISCUSSION OF, AND INFREQUENT MEDIA ATTENTION PAID TO, THE PROBLEMS OF
CHILDREN WHO RUN AWAY OR ARE ABDUCTED FROM THEIR HOMES AND WHO BECOME
THE VICTIMS OF ADULT SEXUAL EXPLOITATION AND ABUSE. A FEW GOOD BOOKS
HAD BEEN WRITTEN ON THE ISSUE, SUCH AS ROBERT GEISer’s HIDDEN VICTIMS,
AND A FEW GOOD ARTICLES HAD BEEN WRITTEN IN SUCH PUBLICATIONS AS PoLICE
MAGAZINE. KEN WOODEN HAD JuST BEGUN HIS WORK, AND CHILD FIND was IN
ITS INFANCY, AND SO WE WERE FRANKLY SHOCKED WHEN WE SAW LOUISVILLE
MENTIONED IN A CHICAGO SuN TIMES NEWSPAPER ARTICLE AS A RECRUITING

Q
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POINT FOR CHILD PROSTITUTES TO WORK IN CHICAGO. AS A RESULT OF THIS
TIP IN LATE 1979, wE MET WITH CHICAGO POLICE OFFICIALS TO INVESTIGATE
THESE ALLEGATIUNS THAT TEENAGERS WERE BEING RECRUITED OUT OF THE
LOUISVILLE AREA FOR PROSTITUTION IN [HICAGO, AND | URDERED A THOROUGH
UNDERCOVER INVESTIGATION BY THE JEFFERSON COUNTY PoLice DEPARTMENT,

IN COOPERATION WITH THE FBI, TO DETERMINE THE EXTENT, IF AMY, OF CHILD

PROSTITUTION AND PORWOGRAPHY IN LOUISVILLE AND JEFFERSON COUNTY, AFTER
A SEVERAL MONTH INVESTIGATION, IT WAS REFORTED TO ME THAT MALE AND
FEMALE CHILDREN WERE INDEED RBEING PROSTITUTED IN CUR COMMUNITY,

I, THEREFORE, MOVED QUICKLY TO ESVABLISH A LOCAL INTERGOVERNMENTAL ,
INTERAGENCY TAsk FORCE ON CHILD PROSTITUTION AND PORMOGRAPHY -~ INVITING
To JoIN ust  THE FBL, THE LoursviLLE Division oF POLYCE, THE JeFreERsoN
Counry DEPARTMENT For HuMAN Seavices. THE KENTUCKY STATE PoLicE, THE

U.S. PosTAL INSPECTION SERVICE, SOUTHERN INUIANA POLICE DEPARTMENTS,
AND BOTH LOCAL PROSECUTORS -~ THE COUNTY AMD COMMONWEALTH'S ATORNEYS,

| ALSO COMMITTED SCARCE LOCAL GOVERNMENT RESOGURCES 10 FUND A NEW
EXPLOITED CHILD UNIT “~ HEADED BY AN INVESTIGATIVE SOCIAL WORKER WITH
EXTENSIVE BACKGROUND DEALING WITH STREET KIDS -~ TO WORK OM A DAILY
BASIS, USING TEAMS OF POLICE AND SOCIAL WORKERS, ACROSS POLITICAL AND
JURISDICTIONAL BOUNDARIES TO SOLVE A PROBLEM THAT WAS VIEWED, PRIOR TO
THAT TIME, AS ESSENTIALLY A POLICE FROBLEM, BOTH THE Task FGRCE AND
EXPLOITED CHILD UNIT WERE GIVEN BROAD AUTHOGRITY TO GO WHERE THEY NEEDED
TO GO AND LOOK WHERE THEY NEEDED TO LOOK IN ORDEK TO FIND AND HELS
CHILD VICTIMS AND IDENTIFY ADULT PREDATORS AND THEIR METHODS BEFGRE
THEY COULD STRIKE AGAIN. I ALSO AskED THE TASK FORCE TO UTILIZE THE
UNTVERSITY OF LOUISVILLE TO EXAMINE THE PROBLEM THOROUGHLY FROM s0C10-
LOGICAL, ECONOMIC AND PSYCHOLOGICAL PERSPECTIVES AS WELL.

CREATED IN THE WAKE OF AN INCREASING INCIDENCE OF CRIMINAL VICTIMI-
ZATION OF CHILDREN NATIONALLY, PARTICULARLY THROUGH SEXUAL EXPLOITATION,
AND AT A TIME OF QUTRAGE OVER THE CHILD MURDERS IN ATLANTA, CHICAGO
AND HousToN, ouR JEFFERSON COUNTY TAsK FORCE CONCLUDED AFTER FURTHER
INVESTIGATION AND RESEARCH THAT A VIRTUAL EPILEMIC OF CHILD TRAGEDIES
WAS OCCURRING IN AMERICA AND WAS SPREADING THROUGHOUT KENTUCKY. THE
TAsk FORCE FURTHER CONCLUDED THAT THERE NEED NOT BE AN ENORMOUS "BoDY
COUNT” (AS IN ATLANTA) FOR THERE TO BE A TRAGEDY IN A GIVEN cOMMI [TY,
RATHER CHILD TRAGEDIES ARE MOST OFTEN THOSE OF INDIVIDUAL CHILDREN AND
INDIVIDUAL FAMILIES -~ FOR EXAMPLE, THE ADAM WALSH FAMILY OF HoLLywnop,
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FLORIDA, AND THE KATHY KouM FAMILY OF SANTA CLAUS, INDIANA, NEVERTHE-
LESS, THE WELL-PUBLICIZED CHILD TRAGEDIES OF ATLANTA, CHICAGO AND
HOUSTOW cOULD REOCCUR IN LOUISVILLE AND ELSEWHERE, UNLESS THE TASK
FORCE SERIOUSL.Y ASSUMED ITS ROLE AND MISSION AND AGGRESSIVELY ACTED
TO PROYECT THE COMMUNITY'S CHILDREN:

In JoiNT TESTimoNy IN NovemBer 1981 BEFORE THE SUBCOMMITTEE ON
JUvENTLE JusTiCE of THE UNITED STATES SENATE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
TAsk FORCE REPRESENTATIVES EXPLAINED THAT CHILD TRAGEDIES ARE MADE
POSSIBLE BECAUSE OF HOLES OR GAPS IN THE SYSTEM. THE DEMANDS UPON LAW
ENFORCEMENT AND SOCIAL SERVICE AGENCIES ARE MANY AND INCREASING, AND
RESOURCE LIMITATIONS MAKE IT VIRTUALLY IMPOSSIBLE TO INVESTIGATE EVERY
MISSING PERSON AND RUNAWAY ®EPORT, LAW ENFORCEMENT AND SOCIAL SERVICE
AGENCIES WITHIN THE SAME COMMUNITY MAY NOT BE AWARE OF EACH OTHER'S
EXISTENCE, 1L.ET ALONE SHARE INFORMATION AND WORK TOGETHER. BETWEEN
COMMUNITIES THE INFORMATION-SHARING IS EVEN WORSE, DESPITE THE FACT
THAT CHILD EXPLOITERS OFTEN MOVE FROM ONE COMMUNITY TO ANOTHER IN
VIRTUAL ANONYMITY AND SECU1TY, CASES OF VICTIMIZED OR EXPLOITED
CHILDREN, THEREFORE, MAY OFYEN GO UNIDENTIFIED.

A NUMBER OF FACTOKS APPEAR TO HAVE INFLUENCED THIS SERIOUS SYSTEM
DISFUNCTION. FIRSYT, THE DECADE o THE 1960's HERALDED A SOCIETY OF
CHANGING MORES AND ATTITUDES. WiTH KINS, LIKE SOCIETY GENERALLY,
BECOMING MORE INDEPENDENT AND THUS MORE MOBILE, LARGER NUMBERS OF
JUVENILES RUN AWAY FrOM HOME EACH YEAR (NOW NUMBERING OVER A MILLION).
THEY SPEND MORE TIME ON THE STREETS, BECOMING "STREET WISE" AT AN
EARLIER AGE, AND ARE INCREASINGLY FORCED TO SURVIVE ON THE STREETS,
THIS CHILD LIBERATION, WHICH 1§ A PRODUCT OF SOCIETAL CHANGE, HAS AS
ITS DEVASTAYING BY-PRODUCT THE IHCREASED VULNERABILITY OF YOUNG PEOPLE
YO VARIOUS KIHDS OF EXPLOITATION, HOWEVER, THE PRESENCE OF A 12 or
13-vEAR OLD BOY OR GIRL ON THE STREETS AT 1 A.M., OR OF ANOTHER CHILD
_ MALKING THE SAME AREA EVERY NIGHT, MAY NOT SEEM PARTICULARLY UNIQUE

OR CONCERNING IN TODAY'S SOCIETY,
SECOND, AN INCREASING OPENNESS REGARDING HOMOSEXUAL ACTIVITIES

. AS FURTHER CREATED IN OUR COMMUNITIES A MARKET FOR YOUNG MALE ¥STREET
HUSTLERS” WHO SERVE THME NEEDS OF “CRUISING" WOMOSEXUALS PURELY FOR

ECONOMIC REASONS, SADLY, THIS “CMICKEN HAWK"™ PHENOMENON, AS IT IS
TERMED, OGCURRING ACROSS AMERICA HAS Li T ITSELF DRAMATICALLY TO WAYNE

L
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WiLL1AMs AND JoHN GAcCY TYPES., KIDS CAN END UP MURDERED, BUT EVEN IF
NOT, THEIR LIVES ARE SURELY WRECKED AND TORTURED.

THIRD, THERE WAVE BEEN SIGNIFICANT CHANGES BOTH NATIONALLY AND
LOCALLY IN LAW AND PUBLIC POLICY. CHANGES IN CORRECTIONAL TECHNIQUES
HAVE RESULTED IN THE GROWTH OF COMMUNITY-BASED GROUP HOMES, SHELTER
HOUSES AND TREATMENT FACILITIES FOR CHILDREN -~ ALL LESS SECURE AND
MORE EXPOSED TO THE COMMUNITY THAN THE INSTITUTIONS THEY SUCCEEDED.,
MEANWHILE, NO SUBSYSTEMS HAVE BEEN CREATED BY LAW ENFORCEMENT OR SOCIAL
SERVICE AGENCIES TO INSURE INCREASED SUPPORT AND PROTECTION FOR DE IN-
STITUTIONALIZED CHILDREN WHO ARE PLACED "AT-RISK” IN THE COMMUNITY AND
EXPECTED TO SURVIVE ON THE STREETS. LOCALLY, ONLY A SMALL PERCENTAGE
OF RUNAWAY CHILDREN EVER UTILIZE A SHELTER HOUSE. MANY OF THE OTHERS
ARE ABANDONED TO THEIR OWN WITS TO SURVIVE -- OFTEN THROUGH DRUGS,
PROSTITUTION, PORNOGRAPHY, OR OTHER PROPERTY CRIMES, BUT ALMOST ALWAYS
FOR THE PROFIT OF AN ADULT CRIMINALLY MISUSING THE RUNAWAY CHILD.

FOURTH, THERE IS OFTEN FOUND A LAW ENFORCEMENT ATTITUDE THAT
"PROBLEM” KIDS ARE JUST PROMISCUOUS, FLIGHTY AND OF LITTLE INFORMAT IONAL
VALUE, ACCORDINGLY, SOCIAL SERVICE AND LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES HAVE
GENERALLY PERFORMED THEIR RESPECTIVE DUTIES OFTEN UNAWARE OF ADULT
PIMP=JUVENILE PROSTITUTE NETWORKS THAT PREY ON TEENAGE VICTIMS THROUGH
SEXUAL ABUSE AND EXPLOITATION.

A FIFTH FACTOR RESPONSIBLE FOR THE SYSTEM'S FAILURES NATIONALLY
IS THE CUSTOMARY COMMUNITY ATTITUDE THAT CHILD PROSTITUTION IS A
"VICTIMLESS CRIME”, ACCORDINGLY, IT IS OFTEN RATED A LOW PRIORITY

COMPARED TO OTHER OFFENSES == THIS DESPITE THE FACT THAT A GROWING
PATTERN OF VICTIMIZATION HAS BEEN FOUND IN WHICH JUVENILES BECOME FIRST

THE VICTIMS OF CHILD ABUSE (BOTH PHYSICALLY AND SEXUALLY), THEN RUN

AWAY FROM HOME, ARE RECRUITED INTO PROSTITUTION AND PORNOGRAPHY BY
BOYFRIEND/FATHER~SURROGATE/BUSINESS MANAGER-STYLED PIMPS, AND FROM

THERE ENTER INTO VIOLENT CRIMES, PERHAPS EVEN THEIR OWN MURDER, THIsS
PATTERN HAS BEEN DEFINED AS "PROGRESSIVE VICTIMIZATION® AND HAS BEEN
CONFIRMED BY SUCH NATIONAL EXPERTS AS Los ANGELES PoL1CE DEPARTMENT
DETECTIVE LLOYD MARTIN, WHO HAS OBSERVED THAT "THE SEXUALLY EXPLOITED
CHILD OF TODAY HAS A GOOD POSSIBILITY OF BECOMING THE HARE CORE CRIMINAL
OF TOMMOROW®. INDEED, RESEARCH SEEMS TO DEMONSTRATE THAT THE VAST
MAJORITY OF VIOLENT SEX OFFENDERS AND CHILD MOLESTERS HAVE THEMSELVES

Q [
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BEEN THE VICTIMS AS CHILDREN OF CHILD PHYSICAL ABUSE AND/OR CHILD
SEXUAL ABUSE , '

CHANGES IN SOCIETAL MORES AND IN LAW AND PUBLIC POLICY AND THE
FACT THAT AYTITUDES THAT SHOULD HAVE CHANGED HAVE REMAINED INGRAINED,
HAVE CONTRIBUTED TO THESE GAPS IN THE SYSTEM AND ARE PARTLY RESPONSIBLE
FOR THE CHILD TRAGEDIES WHICH HAVE OCCURRED. BUT THERE ARE ALSO KID$
WHO ARE NOT RUNAWAYS, WHO ARE NOT FORCED TO THE STREETS AND “HUSTLE"
TO SURVIVE == THAT 1S, KIDS WHO ARE MISSING BECAUSE THEY ARE ABDUCTED.
THEY, TO0, TURN UP MURDERED, LIKE ADAM WALSH WHO WAS SNATCHED WHILE
SHOPPING WITH HIS MOTHER IN A SEARS DEPARTMENT STORE AND MURDERED.
THESE CHILD TRAGEDIES ARE MADE POSSIBLE BECAUSE OF THE SICKNESS OF
ADULT EXPLOIYERS,

UNDERSTANDING ALL THIS, THE PRIMARY MISSION OF OUR EXPLOITED CHILD
UNIT IN JEFFERSON COUNTY HAS BEEN TO IDENTIFY ADULT EXPLOITERS, ARREST
THEM, AND TRY TO REMOVE THEM FROM SOCIETY. T HAS BEEN A BASIC PREMISE
OF OUR EFFORTS THAT IF THE CYCLE OF VIOLENCE, REFERRED TO EARLIER,

1S TO0 BE CURBED, POLICE/SOCIAL WORKER TEAMS AND TASK FORCES AROUND
THE COUNTRY MUST AGGRESSIVELY SEEK TO FIND CHILD VICTIMS EARLY AND

VIGOROUSLY PROSECUTE ADULT OFFENDERS. ACCORDINGLY, OVER 3 DOZEN
MAJOR ARRESTS WERE MADE IN THE FIRST 3 YEARS OF THE EXPLOITED CHILD
UNiT's EXISTENCE IN JEFFERSON COUNTY, FREEING LITERALLY HUNDREDS OF
CHILDREN FROM SEXUAL ABUSE AND EXPLOITATION,

IN ONE CASE, A LOCAL CLERGYMAN WAS ARRESTED AND INDICTED ON MuL-
TIPLE SFX CRIMES CHARGES INVOLVING CHILD PROSTITUTION AND PORNOGRAPHY
WITH APPROXIMATELY A DOZEN BoYS, AGES 12 7o 16, [N ANOTHER CASE, YOUNG
BOYS WHO WERE RECRUITED OUT OF A LOCAL GROUP HOME TO WORK IN A NEARBY
NIGHT CLUB WERE SEXUALLY EXPLOITED BY A NIGHT CLUB EMPLOYEE. I[N
ANOTHER CASE, LOUISVILLE POLICE AND THE JEFFERSON CouMTY EXPLOITED
CHILD UNIT ARRESTED A WEALTHY, WHITE LOUISVILLE BUSINESSMAN FOR SHARING
HIS EXCLUSIVE LIFESTYLE WITH DOZENS OF NEEDY BLACK YOUTHS FROM
LoutsvILLE's WEST END. ACCORDING TO NEWSPAPER ACCOUNTS, THE MAN (A
BRITISH CITIZEN) HAD BOUGHT THE YOUNG BOYS FINE CLOTHES, DRIVEN THEM
TO FASHIONABLE RESTAURANTS IN HIS LINCOLN CONTINENTAL, TAKEN THEM TO
EXCITING TRIPS AND ENTERTAINED THEM IN HIS EXCLUSIVE HIGH RISE CONDO-
MINIUM, THE JEFFERSON COUNTY GRAND JURY HANDED DOWN A S4-COUNT
INDICTMENT, CHARGING THAT HE USED TEENAGERS FOR SEX AND TRIED TO BRIBE
A WITNESS, AFTER ANOTHER INVESTIGATION CONDUCTED BY THE JEFFERSON
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CounTY ExPLOITED CHILD UNIT ALONG WITH SPECIAL AGENTS OF THE KENTUCKY
ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFIcE AND KENTUCKY STATE POLICE, A MAIL-ORDER
MINISTER WHO WAS RUNNING A MISSION IN LOUISVILLE WAS ARRESTED, [NDICTED
AND PLEAD GUILTY IN SiMPsoN CouNTY CIRcUIT COURT ON CHARGES OF CHILD
PORNOGRAPHY AND PROMOTING PROSTITUTION OF MINORS, For $6,000 1N FooD
sTAMPS AND $1,000 IN CASH, HE SOLD ONE OF TWO BOYS WHO HE BROUGHT WITH

HIM FROM MURFREESBORO, TENNESSEE TO FRANKLIN, KENTUCKY FOR THE SALE.
LoursviLLE PoL1CE AND THE ExPLOITED CHILD UNIT LAST YEAR ALSO ARRESTED

A 36 YEAR~OLD LOUISVILLE MAN AND CHARGED HIM WITH 91 SEX CRIMES IN-
voLVING 13 BoYs AGES 12 To 16, THE CHILDREN TOLD AUTHORITIES ABOUT

A SOFT=SPOKEN MAN WHO SAID HE WAS A DECORATED VETERAN OF THE VIET NAM
WAR, WHOSE HOUSE WAS FILLED WITH COMIC BOOKS, PLASTIC STAR WARS FIGURES
AND PAINTINGS OF JESUS, WHO HAD A BUDDING INTEREST IN COMPUTERS, AND
WHO ROUTINELY BEAT HIS DOGS. AS WITH MANY OF THESE CASES, POLICE

FOUND NUMEROUS PHOTOGRAPHS OF YOUNG CHILDREN.

ALMOST DAILY NOW, THE LOUISVILLE NEWSPAPERS CONTAIN STORIES OF
ARRESTS AND CONVICTIONS OF ADULTS WHO HAVE SEXUALLY EXPLOITED AND ABUSED
YOUNG CHILDREN, THE EXPLOITED AND MISSING CHILD UNIT HAS CRACKED MANY
OF THESE CASES, AND THE LOUISVILLE AND JEFFERSON COUNTY PoLICE DEPART-
MENT YoUTH BUREAUS ARE INDEPENDENTLY INVOLVED IN MANY. FoRr EXAMPLE,

IN EARLY MAY OF LAST YEAR, A 52-YEAR OLD MAN PLEADED GUILTY IN JEFFERSON
CirculT COURT TO CHARGES OF SEXUAL ABUSE INVOLVING TWO GIRLS FOR WHOM

HE BABYSAT, DURING THE SAME WEEK, A 37 YEAR-OLD MAN WAS SENTENCED To
THENTY YEARS IN PRISON IN JEFFERSON CIRCUIT COURT FOR SEXUALLY ABUSING
A9 YEAR-OLD GIRL, AND A 45 YEAR-OLD MAN WAS CONVICTED OF SEXUAL ABUSE
CF A 7 YEAR-OLD GIRL FOR WHOM HE BABYSAT. LATER THAT MONTH, A 3l YEAR-
OLD MAN WAS SENTENCED TO 15 YEARS IN PRISON ON CHARGES OF SODOMY AND
ASSAULT INVOLVING A 12 YEAR-OLD BOY. SOON THEREAFTER, A 32 YEAR-OLD

MAN FOUND GUILTY IN JEFFERSON CIRCUIT COURT OF RAPING A 4 YEAR-OLD AND
SODOMIZING A 5 YEAR-OLD BOY. THAT SAME WEEK, A °5 YEAR-OLD MAN PLEADED
GUILTY IN JEFFERSON CIRCUIT COURT TO THREE COUNTS OF SODOMY INVOLVING

A BOY 9 YEARS OLD AND A GIRL, 10, ANOTHER 32 YEAR-OLD MAN WAS SENTENCED
TO THREE YEARS IN PRISON FOR SEXUALLY ABUSING A 14 YEAR-OLD GIRL, AND

A U8 YEAR-OLD MAN WAS SENTENCED TO FIVE YEARS FOR SEXUALLY ABUSING

A7 YEAR-OLD GIRL. IN JUNE, THERE WERE MORE REPORTS IN THE NEWSPAPERS,
ONE OF THOSE INVOLVED A FAYETTE COUNTY MAN ARRESTED ON CHARGES OF

EXUAL ABUSE AND HARRASSMENT OF ‘OUNG CHILDREN [N SUBURBAN LouISVILLE,
ALso, A LEXINGTON BUILDING CONTRACTOR PLEADED GUILTY IN FAYETTE CIRCUIT
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COURT TO TWO COUNTS OF SODOMY WITH A YOUNG BOY AFTER BEING CHARGED
WITH NUMEROUS COUNTS OF SODOMY, SEXUAL CONDUCT, INDUCING SEXUAL PER-
FORMANCE WITH A MINOR, AND DISTRIBUTING CHILD PORNOGRAPHY. IN JuLy,
A 19 YEAR-OLD MAN WAS SENTENCED IN JEFFERSON CIRCUIT COURT TO TWENTY
YEARS IN PRISON AFTER HE PLEADED GUILTY TO SODOMIZING A 6 YEAR-OLD
BOY. A LOUISVILLE MAN WAS ALSO SENTENCED TO TWENTY YEARS IN PRISON
FOR SEXUALLY ABUSING A 9 YEAR-OLD GIRL AND SODOMIZING A / YEAR-OLD
BoY. ALSO, A LOUISVILLE MAN PLEADED GUILTY TO KILLING A 14 YEAR-OLD
GIRL BY POURING CHLORFORM ON HER BED CLOTHES AS SHE SLEPT. PoLICE
SAID THAT THE MAN, WHO APPARENTLY ADMINISTERED THE DRUG OFF AND ON FOR
SEVERAL MONTHS, WANTED TO KNOCK THE GIRL OUT SO HE COULD LOOK AT HER
BODY .,

THE CORNERSTONE OF THESE SUCCESSFUL INVESTIGATIVE EFFORTS ARE THE
POLICE/SOCIAL WORKER TEAMS OF OUR UNIT (RECENTLY RENAMED THE EXPLOITED

AND MissiNG CHILD UNIT) TO WHICH HAVE BEEN COMMITTED FOUR FULL-TIME

SOCIAL WORKERS AND CLERICAL ASSISTANCE FROM THE JEFFERSON COUNTY
DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES, ONE FULL-TIME OFFICER FROM THE JEFFERSON
County PoL1ce DEPARTMENT, THREE FROM THE LoulsviLLE Division oF PoLice
AND ROUTINE ASSISTANCE FROM THE VICE AND INTELLIGENCE UNITS OF THE THO
POLICE DEPARTMENTS. IN ADDITION, THE CITY AND COUNTY HAVE COMMITTED
THE STAFF AND RESOURCES OF THE LOCAL CRIME COMMISSION TO COORDINATE
LOCAL TASK FORCE ACTIVITIES, AND | COMMITTED ONE OF MY STAFF PEOPLE

TO MAINTAIN DAILY CONTACT ON MY BEHALF TO HELP COORDINATE COUNTY
INVOLVEMENT., THE COMMONWEALTH ATTORNEY, KENTUCKY ATTORNEY GENERAL'S

OFFI1ce, AND FBl HAVE LIKEWISE COMMITTED THEIR RESOURCES TO THESE INVES-
TIGATIONS AND CASE PROSECUTIONS,

WITH THIS IMPRESSIVE INVOLVEMENT AT ALL LEVELS, LAW ENFORCEMENT
HAS GAINED NEW SKILLS IN CHILD INTERROGATION, INVESTIGATION AND PRO-
TECTION, EXPLOITED AND MisSING CHILD UNIT TEAM MEMBERS HAVE LEARNED
THAT KID CASES ARE DIFFERENT, THAT CHILDREN CAN NCT BE TREATED SIMPLY
AS SMALL STATURED ADULTS, AND THEY HAVE CONSISTENTLY FOCUSED ON THE
CHILD AS VICTIM IN AN EFFORT TO AFFIRMATIVELY AND AGGRESSIVELY PROTECT
CHILDREN, THESE EFFORTS AND ACCOMPLISHMENTS HAVE BEEN CARRIED THROUGH
WITHOUT GRANTS OF FEDERAL AND STATE MONIES, BUT SIMPLY THROUGH A
REALLOCATION OF COUNTY AND CITY FUNDS AND RESOURCES, AFTER A DECISION
THAT KIDS DESERVE THE HIGHEST FUNDING PRIORITY,

WE HAVE LEARNED THAT THE CRIMINAL AND JUVENILE JUSTICE SYSTEMS
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CAN AND WILL WORK TOGETHER, IN THE BEGINNING WE WERE WARNED ABOUT
TURF DISPUTES, THE UNWILLINGNESS OF POLICE TO WORK AND SHARE INFORMA-
TION WITH SOCIAL WORKERS AND VICE VERSA, AND ABOUT THE INABILITY OF
DIFFERENT POLITICAL JURISDICTIONS TO WORK AS A TEAM FOCUSED UPON A
PARTICULAR PROBLEM., BUT THROUGH INCREDIBLE GOOD FAITH AND A WILLING-
NESS TO PARTICIPATE AS A TEAM TO SOLVE A PROBLEM, WE HAVE OVERCOME
THESE CONCERNS, IN JEFFERSON COUNTY, OUR LOCAL POLICE DEPARTMENTS
HAVE ACTUALLY ASSIGNED PERSONNEL TO THE POLICE/SOCIAL WORKER TEAMS
WHERE THEY WORK IN TANDEM WITH ALL OF THE OTHER PARTIES TO THE
ExPLOITED AND MissING CHILD UNIT IN A NEUTRAL SETTING. POLICE AND
SOCIAL WORKERS MAKE RUNS TOGETHER, INTERVIEW CHILDREN TOGETHER, AND
WITHIN THE LIMITS OF THE LAW AND PROFESSIONAL ETHICS, SHARE INFORMATION
AND JOIN IN ACTIONS FOR THE BEST INTERESTS OF THE CHILD. THESE ACTIONS
HAVE OFTEN REQUIRED THAT A POLICE OFFICER ACT IN WAYS HE WOULD NOT
ORDINARILY ACT IF HE WERE OPERATING AS AN INDIVIDUAL, AND IT HAS ALSO
TAKEN SOCIAL WORKERS SLIGHTLY BEYOND THE REALM OF TRADITIONAL SOCIAL
WORK, HOWEVER, THE NATURE OF THE PROBLEM AND THE VULNERABILITY OF
THE CHILDREN REQUIRE ATYPICAL APPROACHES AND INNOVATIVE TECHNIQUES.
AGAIN, THE FOCUS OF OUR ExPLOITED AND MISSING CHILD UNIT IS THAT
OF THE CHILD AS THE VICTIM, AND ALL OF OUR EFFORTS HAVE BEEN ORIENTED

TOWARD PROTECTING CHILDREN -~ THIS DESPITE THE FACT THAT MANY OF THE
"STREET KIDS” ARE NOT WHOLLY INNOCENT, Vu!.NERABLE VICTIMS, BUT RATHER
ARE PERPETRATORS IN THEIR OWN RIGHT, WE HAVE DISCOVERED MAJOR OYERLAPS
WITH OTHER CRIMINAL ACTIVITY, AND, IN FACT, HAVE FOUND THAT IN MANY
CASES IT IS DIFFICULT TO PRECISELY IDENTIFY WHICH OF THE PARTIES IS
EXPLOITER AND WHICH 1S EXPLOITED, HOWEVER, RESEARCH FROM AROUND THE
COUNTRY SEEMS TO DEMONSTRATE THAT THE VAST MAJORITY OF VIOLENT SEX
OFFENDERS AND CHILD MOLESTERS HAVE THEMSELVES BEEN THE VICTIMS OF
CHILD PHYSICAL ABUSE AND/OR CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE. 1T, THEREFORE, HAS
BEEN THE PREMISE OF OUR TASK FORCE AND THE EXPLOITED AND Missing CHILD
UNIT THAT IF WE ARE TO CURB THIS CYCLE OF VIOLENCE, POLICE/SOCIAL
WORKER TEAMS AND TASK FORCES MUST AGGRESSIVELY SEEK TO FIND CHILD
VICTIMS AND VIGOROUSLY PROSECUTE THE ADULT OFFENDERS.

WE ALSO HAVE DISCOVERED THAT WHILE THERE IS A CERTAIN SPONTANEITY
ABOUT THE INVOLVEMENT OF STREET KIDS AND RUNAWAYS IN PROSTITUTION
(THAT IS, WHEN YOU ARE HUNGRY AND NEED TO SURVIVE ON THE STREETS, THE
OPTIONS MAY BE FEW), THERE IS ALSO AMPLE EVIDENCE OF NETWORKS AND
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ORGANIZATION OF CHILD PROSTITUTES WHO KNOW EACH OTHER AND EXCHAMGE
PHOTOGRAPHS AND INFORMATION, AN APPARENT BY-PRODUCT OF THIS "NET-
WORK ING” AND THE TYPE OF ADULT WHO TENDS TO FREQUENT THE AREAS IN WHICH
CHILD SEX FLOURISHES (THAT IS, PROFESSIONAL, PROMINENT AND AFFLUENT
MEN WITH FAMILIES) IS THE GROWTH OF EXTORTION., THIS FURTHER DEMON-
STRATES THE POTENTIAL FOR CHILD VICTIMIZATION, MURDER AND OTHER VIOLENCE.

A SECONDARY, BUT EQUALLY IMPORTANT, MISSION OF OUR CounTv Task
FORCE HAS BEEN TO SENSITIZE THE PUBLIC TO THESE SHADOWY PROBLEMS.

As AN INITIAL EFFORT, THE COUNTY Task FORCE DISTRIBUTED TEN THOUSAND
POSTERS THROUGHOJT THE COMMUNITY, ALERTING THE PEOPLE TO A NEW 24-HOUR
HOT LINE TO CALL WITH INFORMATION REGARDING INSTANCES OF CHILD PORNO-
GRAPHY OR PROSTITUTION, THE CouNTY TAsk FORCE HAS ALSO MET WITH AND
TRAINED SCHOOL ADMINISTRATORS AND COUNSELORS, CHURCH GROUPS AND
COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS., BECAUSE OF THIS PUBLIC SENSITIZATION, BUT
ALSO BECAUSE OF THE NEW INTELLIGENCE NETWORKS AND COMMUNICATION
CHANNELS WE OPENED THROUGH THE INCREASED INTERAGENCY, INTERGOVERNMEN-
TAL COOPERATION | SPOKE OF EARLIER, WE HAVE FOSTERED A REMARKABLE FLOW
OF VALUABLE INFORMATION TO OUR POLICE/SOCIAL WORKER TEAMS OF INVESTI-
GATORS. [N THE FIRST 3% YEARS OF RECORDKEEPING IN JEFFERSON COUNTY,
WE RECE IVED ALMOST 2,200 INFORMATIONAL LEADS INVOLVING OVER 1,400 K1DSs.
THE LIKELIHOOD OF EXPLOITATION OR ABUSE EXISTED IN 87 PERCENT OF THESE
CASES,

IN 3% YEARS WE HAVE MADE MAJOR STRIDES IN JEFFERSON COUNTY IN
BEGINNING TO CONTROL THE PROBLEM AND TO MAKE LESS LIKELY THE CHANCE
THAT CHILD TRAGEDIES OF THE MAGNITUDE THAT OCCURRED IN ATLANTA WILL
HASPEN IN LoulsvILLE AND JEFFERSON COUNTY. A PARTICULARLY IMPORTANT
INITIATIVE | Took IN LATE 1982 WAS TO RECONSTITUTE AND RENAME OUR
ExpLOIVED CHILD UNIT AS THE EXPLOITED AND MissiNG CHILD UNIT,

WE NEARLY DOUBLED ITS STAFF COMPLEMENT AND IMPLEMENTED DETAILED
PROCEDURES FOR HANDLING MISSING CHILD COMPLAINTS AS WELL. A JEFFERSON
CouNnTy PoLice DEPARTMENT BEAT UNIT IS NOW BEING DISPATCHED ON ALL
MISSING CHILD COMPLAINTS THAT COME TO THE COUNTY PoLICE DEPARTMENT,
THe NEw LxPLoITED AND MIsSING CHILD UNIT IS THEN CONTACTED FOR
FOLLOW-UP INVESTIGATION, ALL MISSING CHILD COMPLAINTS ARE ENTERED
INTO THE NATIONAL NCIC COMPUTER SOON AFTER RECEIPT OF THE COMPLAINT.
MoST IMPORTANTLY, THE NEW UNIT WILL NOT CLOSE A MISSING CHILD CASE
EXCEPT BY LOCATING THE MISSING CHILD, THE THRUST OF THIS EFFORT IS
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TO INSURE THAT EVEFY FEASIBLE MEANS OF LOCATING MISSING CHILDREN ON
COMPLAINTS TO THE COUNTY WILL BE EXPLORED AS QUICKLY AND AS THOROUGHLY

AS_POSSIBLE BY THE POLICE/SOCIAL WORKER TEAMS SPECIF {CALLY ORIENTED

TO THE PREVENTION OF CHILD TRAGEDIES,

IN THE FIRST YEAR OF RECORDKEEPING ON THESE MISSING CHILD CASES,
WE FOUND, INTERESTINGLY, THAT OF THE 84U COUNTY POLICE DEPARTMENT
MISSING CHILD CASES REFERRED TO THE EXPLOITED AND MissING CHILD UNIT,
ABOUT 9 TO 10 PERCENT OF THE CHILDREN WERE EXPLOITED AT THE TIME THEY
WERE MISSING., THIS COMPARES WITH OUR FIGURES SHOWING THAT 85 PERCENT
OF THE EXPLOITED CHILDREN OUR UNIT DEALT WITH WERE MISSING DURING THE
PERIOD OF EXPLOITATION. FOR YOUR FURTHER INFORMATION, 6 PERCENT OF
THE UNIT'S ENTIRE CASE LOAD OF KIDS WERE MOTORCYCLE GANG RELATED,

ANOTHER INITIATIVE OF OURS WAS TO GIVE OUR EXPLOITED AND MISSING
CHILD UNIT ITS OWN INTERNAL COMPUTER CAPABILITY. THE UNIT'S FILES
WERE LITERALLY BULGING WITH NAMES OF EXPLOITED KIDS AND ADULT EXPLOITERS.
THUS, THE COMPUTER GREATLY ENHANCES THE UNIT'S CAPABILITY TO LOCATE
POTENTIAL CHILD VICTIMS EARLY AND TO TRACK AND IDENTIFY POSSIBLE ADULT
PREDATORS, THIS IS THE COMPUTER AGE, AND TO NOT USE THESE TOOLS WOULD
MEAN WE WERE NOT PUTTING FORTH THE EFFORT RIGHTLY EXPECTED OF US.

ON MAY 25, OF LAST YEAR, NATIONAL "MissING CHILDREN's Day, I
ANNOUNCED THAT POLICE AGENCIES THROUGHOUT KENTUCKY COULD BEGIN TO
UTILIZE THE JEFFERSON COUNTY COMPUTER. WE KNOW THAT RUNAWAYS FROM MANY
KENTUCKY CCMMUNITIES NATURALLY MIGRATE TO LOUISVILLE -- THE BIG CITY.
WE ALSO KNOW THAT THOSE WHO WANT TO EXPLOIT CHILDREN FOR COMMERCIAL
SEXUAL PURPOSES TEND TO DO SO MOST FREQUENTLY IN THE URBAN ENVIRONMENT,
THEREFORE, IT WAS AND IS MY SENSE THAT WE WOULD BE SHIRKING OUR RESPONS-

IBILITY TO KENTUCKY'S CHILDREN IF WE DID NOT MAKE AVAILABLE FOR STATEWIDE
USE THE TECHNOLOGY WE HAD IN JEFFER:  COUNTY WITH OUR SPECIALIZED

ExpLOITED AND MissING CHILD UNIT COMPUTER. | WROTE TO EVERY COUNTY
SHERIFF AND EVERY CITY POLICE CHIEF IN KENTUCKY TO EXPLAIN THAT THE
EMCU cNMPUTER PROGRAM CAN CORRELATE UP TO 250 DATA ITEMS ON EVERY
MISSING CHILD REPORT, INCLUDING A VARIETY OF PHYSICAL DESCRIPTIONS,
THE CHILD'S MOST RECENT LOCATIONS AND KNOWN ASSOCIATES. AND | SAID
THAT ALL WE NEED TO ACCEPT A MISSING CHILD REPORT 1S REASONABLE
ASSURANCE FROM THE KEPORTING POLICE AGENCY THAT A MISSING CHILD REPORT
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ALSO IS ENTERED IN THE NCIC AND EVIDENCE OR REASONABLE SUSPICION
THAT THE MISSING CHILD IS:

EN YEARS OF AGE OR YOUNGER;

ENTALLY INCAPCITATED;

RUG DEPENDENT;
A POTENTIAL VICTIM OF FOUL PLAY, SEXUAL
ﬁXPLOlTATION, OR IN A DANGEROUS ENVIRONMENT; )

ITH ADULTS WHO MAY ENDANGLR THE WELFARE OF THE MINOR;

%. UT OF THE CHILL'S LOCAL AREA;
1

6.

7. gsENT FROM ANY CHILD-CARING HOME, FACILITY OR INSTITUTION.
VERY YOUNG CHILDREN AND THE RETARDED ARE CLEARLY VULNERABLE AND LEAST
LIKELY TO RUN AWAY, SAY, TO SPEND THE NIGHT WITH A FRIEND., A 6-YEAR-
OLD MISSING FROM HOME, FOR EXAMPLE, IS LIKELY TO BE IN SERIOUS DANGER.,
THUS, WE CAN NOT STAND IDLY BY AND SAY THAT IT IS sbme OTHER POLICE
AGENCY'S CONCERN AND NOT OURS.

To HELP DRAW ATTENTION TO THE PROBLEM AND TO GIVE FAMILIES AN
ADDITIONAL RESEARCH TO HELP LOCATE A CHILD WHO MAY TURN UP MISSING,
WE ALSO ORGANIZED A COMPREHENSIVE, BUT VOLUNTARY, PROGRAM TO FINGER-
PRINT ALL SCHOOL CHILDREN IN JEFFERSON COUNTY, [N COOPERATION WITH
PTA’'s AND THE PUBLIC, PAROCHIAL AND PRIVATE SCHOOLS, WE ARE ATTEMPTING
TO FINGERPRINT APPROXIMATELY ALL 130,000 LoCAL SCHOOL CHILDREN.
OTHER ORGANIZATIONS (WITH HELP TROM LOCAL AND STATE POLICE) ARE

HANDLING THE FINGERPRINTING IN THE OTHER 119 KENTUCKY COUNTIES WHERE
WE HAVE FOUND SPONSORS!: FOR EXAMPLE, THE OPTIMISTS IN PADUCAH, A

BaskiN-RoBBINS ICE CREAM.STORE IN MADISONVILLE, THE JAYCEETTES IN
MurraY, THE BusINEss AND ProFEssIONAL WoMEN's CLuB IN SoMERSET, WLP"
RADIO AND THE OPTIMISTS IN LONDON, AND THE WINN-DIXIE CHAIN OF » : “GRY
STORES STATEWIDE,

As | INDICATED AT THE OUTSET, OUR JEFFERSON CouUNTY EXPLOITED AND
MissiNG CHILD UNIT HAS LOCATED CHILDREN IN THE LOUISVILLE AREA WHO
WERE MISSING FROM HOMES ALL ACROSS KENTUCKY. THE UNIT AND MY OFFICE
HAVE ALSO RECEIVED REQUESTS FOR HELP AND INFORMATION FROM FAMILIES,
PRIVATE ORGANIZATIONS AND LAW ENFORCEMENT GROUPS ACROSS KENTUCKY.
BECAUSE OF THIS AND BECAUSE THE PROBLEM OF EXPLOITED AND MISSING
CHILDREN 1S CLEARLY A STATEWIDE PROBLEM, WE DETERMINED IN LATE 1982
THAT SOLUTIONS NEEDED TO BE DEVELOPED STATEWIDE AS WELL, THE KENTUCKY
Task Force oN ExPLOITED AND MISSING CHILDREN WAS THUS BORN,

COMPRISED OF CONCERNED PUBLIC OFFICIALS AND CITIZENS FROM ALL
PARTS OF KENTUCKY, REPRESENTING A HOST OF DIFFERENT ORGANIZATIONS AND
CONSTITUENT GROUPS, THE TASK FORCE DURING 1983 HELD SEVEN PUBLIC
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HEARINGS IN CITIES ACROSS KENTUCKY, WE MET THREE TIMES IN LEXINGTON,
(THE LAST TIME ON SEPTEMBER 21, 1983, To FINALIZE our FINAL ReporT),
TWICE IN NORTHERN YENTUCKY (ONCE TO CO-SPONSOR A STATEWIDE CONFERENCE),
AND TRAVELLED TO OWENSBORO, BOWLING GREEN, SOMERSET, PADUCAH AND
AsHLAND. THE PROBLEMS OF RUNAWAYS, CHILD ABDUCTIONS AND SEXUAL AND
OTHER CRIMINAL MISUSE OF CHILDREN, IN THE TASK FORCE'S VIEW, MUST BE
BROUGHT OUT OF THE SHADOWS AND INTO THE OPEN, BECAUSE PEOPLE WILL NOT
DEAL WITH THESE PROBLEMS UNTIL THEY SEE AND UNDERSTAND THEM CLEARLY.
THIS WAS OUR PRIMARY OBJECTIVE -- TO INCREASE THE LEVEL OF OFFICIAL
AND CITIZEN AWARENESS OF THIS PROBLEM STATEWIDE AND TO OFFER SUGGESTIONS
FOR CITIZEN INVOLVEMENT AND GOVERNMENTAL RESPONSE.

THE Task Force's FINAL REPORT 1S 108 PAGES LONG AND CONTAINS A
THORGUGH DESCRIPTION OF THE PROBLEM AS WELL AS 18 PROGRAMMATIC AND
LEGISLATIVE RECOMMENDATIONS, | URGE YOU TO READ THIS REPORT IN ORDER
TO BETTER UNDERSTAND THE PROBLEM AND APPRECIATE WHAT CONCERNED CITIZENS,
STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS, AND LEGISLATURES CAN DO TO COMBAT
THE PROBLEM AT STATE AND LOCAL LEVELS. But | ALSO URGE YOU TO REVIEW
THIS REPORT IN ORDER TO BETTER APPRECIATE THAT COMMUNITIES SUCH AS
OURS AND STATES SUCH AS KENTUCKY ARE ALSO LIMITED IN WHAT THEY CAN DO
TO COMBAT THE PROBLEM. THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT HAS A RESPONSIBILITY
TO PICK UP WHERE WE MUST LEAVE OFF,

Task FORCE RECOMMENDATIONS NUMBER 1 THROUGH 8 CALL FOR LEGISLATION,
WHICH WAS 1 "ENTLY INTRODUCED INTO THE KENTUCKY HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
As House BrLL 486. Tre SPEAKER OF THE KENTUCKY HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
IS ACTING AS CHIEF SPONSUR OF THE BILL, WHICH HAS 49 COSPONSORS OF THE
ToTAL 100 MEMBERS OF THE KENTUCKY HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. THE LEGIS-
LATIVE RECOMMENDATIONS, THEREFORE, ARE AS FOLLOWS:

1. LEGISLATION SETTING UP A NEW AND SOPHISTICATED COMPUTERIZED
Miss.n6 CHILD INFORMATION CENTER AND REQUIRING ALL LAW ENFORCEMENT
AGENCIES IN KENTUCKY TO ACCEPT, INVESTIGATE, AND RELAY TO THE STATE
CLEARINGHOUSE ALL REPORTS OF MISSING CHILDREN:. SIMILAR TO LEGISLATION
IN FLORIDA, THIS LEGISLATION WOULD ALSO RFQUIRE THE STATE DEPARMENT
OF EDUCATION TO ESTABLISH A PROGRAM TO IDENTIFY AND LOCATE MISSING
KENTUCKY SCHOOL CHILDREN.

2. LEGISLATION ALLOWING KENTUCKY TAXPAYERs> TO DONATE $2
($4 IN THE CASE OF JOINT RETURNS) OF TAX REFUNDS DUE THEM TO A NEW
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“ChiLp Victims’' TrusT FuND”, TRUST FUND MONIES WOULD THEN BE USED

TO FINANCE LOCAL PREVENTION PROGRAMS WHICH EDUCATE CHILDREN 'ABOUT THE
DANGERS OF SEXUAL ABUSE AND ABOUT THE LURES OF EXPLOITATION AND WHICH

ALSO ENCOURAGE PARENTS AND SCHOOL ADMINISTRATORS TO TEACH CHILDREN
ABOUT "BODY SAFETY" RULES AND TECHNIQUES.,

3, LEGISLATION ENCOURAGING YOUTH SERVING AGENCIES, AND MAKING
CLEAR THAT YOUTH SERVING AGENCIES HAVE THE RIGHT, TO REQUEST CRIMINAL
RECORDS CHECKS ON ALL PERSONS WHO APPLY FOR EMPLOYMENT OR VOLUNTEER
FOR POSITIONS OF AUTHORITY OVER CHILDREN,

4, LEGISLATION MAKING CERTAIN SEXUAL OFFENSES AGAINST CHILDREN
"NON-PROBATABLE" OFFENSES., THE IDEA THAT WE COULD TAKE CONVICTED
CHILD MOLESTERS OUT OF SOCIETY AND CURE THEM IN HOSPITALS, OR PROBATE
THEIR SENTENCES AND TRUST THAT THEY WILL SIMPLY SECURE THEIR OWN
TREATMENT, HAS LONG BEEN FASHIONABLE IN THIS COUNTRY. HOWEVER, A
GROWING BODY OF EVIDENCE, AND AN INCREASING NUMBER OF MEDICAL, SOCI0-
LOGICAL AND LEGAL EXPERTS, ARE CONCLUDING THAT CHILD MOLESTERS WITH
LONG HISTORIES OF EMOTIONAL AS WELL AS SEXUAL INVOLVEMENT WITH
CHILDREN ARE NOT CURABLE. | JOIN OTHERS IN THE BELIEF THAT CHILD
MOLESTATION IS NO MORE AN IL.LNESS THAN, SAY, BANK ROBBERY IS AN ILLNESS
AND THAT TREATMENT HAS BEEN USED AS AN ESCAPE FROM RESPONSIBILITY, |
ALSO ENDORSE THE RECENT RECOMMENDATION OF THE PRESIDENT'S Task Force
oN VICTIMS OF CRIME WHICH STATED THAT THOSE WHO PREY ON CHILDREN MUST
BE SEQUESTERED FROM THEM, "THEY MAY BE INCARCERATED IN HOSPITALS,
TREATMENT CENTERS OR PRISONS, BUT WHEREVER THEY APE HELD, THEY MUST
NOT BE RELEASED UNTIL THEY HAVE SERVED SENTENCES THAi ARE COMMENSURATE
W.TH THE HARM THEY HAVE INFLICTED, CHILD EXPLOITERS AND MOLESTERS WILL
CONTINUE TO EXPLOIT AND MOLEST CHILDREN AS LONG AS THEY ARE FREE TO
DO SO WITH IMPUNITY,”

5. LEGISLATION PERMITTING THE PRETRIAL OR OUT-OF-COURT VIDEO
TAPED TESTIMONY OF CHILDREN TO BE USED IN SEXUAL ABUSE CASES. THE
PROBLEM IN SEXUAL CHILD ABUSE CASES IS THAT OFTEN THE ONLY WITNESS
TO A SEX CRIME COMMITTED AGAINST THE CHILD IS THE CHILD HIM OR HERSELF,
STARK, IN-COURT, FACE-TO-FACE, ACCUSAL OF, AND CONFRONTATION WITH, THE
CHILD'S INTIMATE ABUSER CAN BE EXTREMELY TRAUMATIC FOR THE CHILD.,
ABUSERS KNOW THAT MANY CASES MAY NEVER BE TRIED SO THAT THE CHILD WILL
NOT HAVE TO PRESENT TESTIMONY AND RELIVE THE UNLAWFUL NIGHTMARE OF
SEXUAL ABUSE. WHAT IS NEEDED, THEREFORE, IS LEGISLATION WHICH CAN
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INSURE HE CHILD VICTIM'S ACCESS TO THE COURT WITHOUT FURTHER VICTIMI-

ZATION, WHILE PRESERViaG THE CONSTITUTIONALLY PROTECTED DUE PROCESS

RIGHTS OF THE ACCUSED, OUR LEGISLATION IS MODELED ON LEG:SLATION

RECENTLY PASSED IN TEXAS.

6. LecISLATION AMENDING THE KENTUCKY CRIME VICTIM'S COMPENSATION

ACT TO PERMIT INNOCENT CHILD VICTIMS OF CRIMINAL ACTS TO CLAIM COMPEN-

SATION FOR PSYCHOLOGICAL AS WELL AS PHYSICAL BODILY INJURIES. A CHILD
- VICTIM OF SEXUAL ABUSE OR EXPLOITATION MAY BE TORMENTED MUCH OF HIS QR

HER FORMATIVE YEARS AND INTO ADULTHOOD AS A RESULT OF SUCH ABUSE OR
EXPLOITATION, AND THE MENTAL ANQUISH AND SUFFERING CAN BE AS PAINFUL
AND DEBILITATING AS ANY PURELY PHYSICAL HARM.

7. LEGISLATION MAKING THE OFFENSE OF INTERFERING WITH PARENTAL
cusToDY A CLASS D FELONY IN ALL CASES, THUS BRINGING KENTUCKY INTO
LINE WITH THE MAJORITY OF OTHER STATES. CURRENTLY, THE OFFENSE OF
CUSTODIAL INTERFERENCE IN KENTUCKY IS A MISDEMEANOR WHEN A FAMILY
MEMBER INTERFERES WITH CUSTODY,

8. LEGISLATION UPGRADING THE OFFENSE OF "UNLAWFUL TRANSACTION
WITH A MINOR" TO FELONY STATUS WHERE A PERSON KNOWINGLY INDUCES,
ASSISTS OR CAUSES A MINOR TO ENGAGE IN ILLEGAL SEXUAL ACTIVITY.,
SOMETIMES THIS IS THE ONLY CHARGE THAT CAN BE BROUGHT AGAINST A PERSON
WHO SEXUALLY MISUSES A YOUNG CHILD, AND SO, THEREFORE, THE PENALTY
SHOULD ACCURATELY REFLECT SOCIETY'S ABHORENCE OF THE CRIME.

RECOMMENDATION NUMBER 9 CALLS FOR THE GOVERNOR OF KENTUCKY, BY
EXECUTIVE ORDER, TO CHARGE THE STATE JUVENILE JUSTICE COMMISSION
WITH INVESTIGATING AND RECOMMENDING POSSIBLE CHANGES IN PROCEDURES
TO TERMINATE PARENTAL RIGHTS. ALTHOUGH THE TASK FORCE DID NOT CONSIDER
LIGHTLY THE INVOLUNTARY TERMINATION OF PARENTS' RIGHTS TO THEIR CHILDREN,
IT WAS PARTICULARLY DISTURBED WITH A POLICY RESPONSIBLE FOR CONTINUOUSLY
SENDING ABUSED AND NEGLECTED CHILDREN BACK TO ABUSIVE AND NEGLECTFUL
PARENTS,

RECOMMENDATION NUMBER 10 IS THAT CHILD FINGERPRINTING PROGRAMS
NEED TO BE ORGANIZED IN EVERY KENTUCKY COUNTY TO INSURE THAT EVERY
KENTUCKY CHILD 1S PROPERLY FINGERPRINTED. As | STATED EARLIER, FINGER-
PRINTING SPONSORS HAVE BEEN DESIGNATED FOR EVERY KENTUCKY COUNTY, AND
VOLUNTARY F INGERPRINTING PROGRAMS HAVE BEEN OR ARE BEING OPERATED IN
MANY KENTUCKY COMMUNITIES.
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RECOMMENDATION NUMBER 11 IS THAT CALL-BACK PROGRAMS BE INSTITUTED
IN EVERY KENTUCKY SCHOOL SO THAT PARENTS ARE IMMEDIATELY NOTIFIED,

AND ALSO POLICE IF SUSPICIOUS CIRCUMSTANCES ARE INVOLVED, WHEN A CHILD
FAILS TO REPORT TO SCHOOL AS SCHEDULED,

RECOMMENDATION NUMBER 12 IS THAT “BODY SAFETY" EDUCATION PROGRAMS
BE PROVIDED IN EVERY KENTUCKY SCHOOL BY TRAINED VOLUNTEERS IN ORDER
THAT CHILDREN ARE PROPERLY INFORMED ABOUT SEXUAL ABUSE, THE LURES OF
EXPLOITATION, AND HOW TO PROTECT THEMSELVES FROM SEXUAL ABUSE AND
EXPLOITATION,

RecoMMENDATION NUMBER 13 1s THAT KenTucky EpucaTioN TELEVISION
DEVELOP AND PRODUCE A SERIES OF TELEVISION PROGRAMS ON THE TOPIC OF
“BODY SAFETY" WHICH ARE APPROPRIATE FOR VIEWING BY CHILDREN OF DIFFERENT
AGE GROUPS,

RecoMMENDATION NUMBER 14 cALLS UPON THE KENTUCKY LAW ENFORCEMENT
COUNCIL TO DEVELOP AND PRESENT TO POLICE OFFICERS STATEWIDE A 40-HOUR
TRAINING PROGRAM DEALING WITH THE SUBJECTS OF EXPLOITED AND MISSING
CHILDREN, THIS PROGRAM HAS BEEN DEVELOPED AND §S NOW BEING TAUGHT.

RECOMMENDATION 15 CALLS FOR ESTABLISHMENT STATEWIDE OF LOCAL
TASK FORCES IN COUNTIES OR MULTI-COUNTY AREAS, COMBINING RESOURCES AND
FOCUSING ON THE EXPLOITED AND MISSING CHILD PROBLEM FROM AN INTER-
DISCIPLINARY, COOPERATIVE APPROACH, IN ORDER TO EXPOSE THE PROBLEM,
RAISE PUBLIC AWARENESS, AND INITIATE EFFORTS TO IMPROVE LOCAL SERVICES
FOR EXPLOITED AND MISSING CHILDREN AND BETTER PROTECT ALL CHILDREN.

RECOMMENDATION NUMBER 16 ASKS THAT TEAMS OF POLICE AND SOCIAL
WORKERS BE ESTABLISHED IN COUNTIES OR MULTI-COUNTY AREAS THAT CAN
AFFORD THEM IN ORDER TO FOCUS COMBINED LAW ENFORCEMENT AND JUVENILE
COURT EFFORTS ON THE PREVENTION OF FURTHER CHILD TRAGEDIES.,

RECOMMENDATION NUMBER 17 ASKS THAT VOLUNTEER GROUPS ORGANIZE
LOCALLY INTO ORGANIZATIONS LIKE SLAM (SocleTY's LEAGUE AGAINST MOLESTERS)
AND ECHO (ExpLo1TED CHILDREN'S HELP ORGANIZATION), ETC. IN ORDER TO
PROVIDE SUCH SERVICES AS COURT WATCH, CHILD FINGERPRINTING, VICTIM
COUNSELING, AND “BODY SAFETY” EDUCATION,

RECOMMENDATION NUMBER 18, WHICH ALSO HAS BEEN ACCOMPLISHED,

CALLS FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A STATEWIDE COALITION OF CONCERNED
CITIZENS AND ORGANIZATIONS ALREADY WORKING IN THIS AREA OF EXPLOITED
AND MISSING CHILDREN TU SUCCEED THE TASK FORCE AND HELP IMPLEMENT
THE FINAL REPORT AS WELL AS SPONSOR AN ANNUAL STATEWIDE CONFERENCE
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ON THE TOPIC OF EXPLOITED AND MISSING CHILDREN. AT THE FINAL
MEETING OF THE KENTUCKY TAsKk FORCE LAST FALL, THE KENTUCKY ALLIANCE
FOR EXPLOITED AND MISSING CHILDREN, INC. WAS BORN AND IS NOW WORKING
TO HELP IMPLEMENT THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE TASK FoRCE FINAL REPORT.

CONCLUSION

OTHER STATES CAN ACCOMPLISH WHAT KENTUCKY IS ATTEMPTING To
ACCOMPLISH, AND OTHER COMMUNITIES CAN DO WHAT JEFFERSON COUNTY MAS
DONE TO HELP LOCATE AND PROTECT CHILDREN WHO ARE MISSING AND REMOVE
EXPLOITED AND ABUSED CHILDREN FROM EXPLOITIVE AND ABUSIVE CIRCUM-
STANCES. THERE IS NO MAJIC FORMULA. BUT BECAUSE THE PROBLEM IS
NATIONAL IN SCOPE AND OF MONUMENTAL PROPORTIONS, A FEDERAL RESPONSE
IS ALSO ESSENTIAL,

Back IN 1981 WHEN, AS | NOTED EARLIER, MEMBERS OF OUR LOCAL TASK
FORCE TESTIFIED BEFORE THIS SAME SENATE COMMITTEE, WE NOTED THAT A
CHIEF CAUSE OF CHILD TRAGEDIES WAS THE INABILITY OF GOVERNMENT TO
RECOGNIZE THE PROBLEM AND TO RESPOND. WE SAID THAT OUR CONTACTS
WITH CONCERNED PARENTS AND UNITS OF GOVERNMENT FROM COAST TO COAST
DRAMATICALLY MADE THREE POINTS:

1. THAT GOVERNMENTAL AWARENESS OF PROBLEMS OR POTENTIAL PROBLEMS
IN THIS AREA IS MINIMAL}

2, T:AT GOVERNMENTAL CUORDINATION AND INFORMATION-SHARING 1S
VIRTUALLY NON-EXISTENT;

3, THAT FEDERAL INVOLVEMENT, ASSISTANCE AND COORDINATION IS
SIMILARLY, FOR ALL INTENTS AND PURPOSES, NON-EXISTENT. °

PAsSAGE OF THE MISSING CHILD ACT WAS CERTAINLY AN IMPORTANT STEP

IN THE RIGHT DIRECTION, BUT PASSAGE AND EFFECTIVE IMPLEMENTATION OF
THE MISSING CHILDREN'S ASSISTANCE ACT WILL RENDER THE THREE CLAIMS

WE MADE IN 1981 INOPERATIVE. BY PASSING THE MIssING CHILDREN'S
ASSISTANCE ACT, YOU WILL SHOW THAT THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT 1S AWARE
OF THE PROBLEM OF EXPLOITED AND MISSING CHILDREN; YOU WILL DEMON-
STRATE YOUR COMMITMENT TO BETTER COORDINATE SCARCE RESOURCES AND
SHARE VALUABLE INFORMATION; AND YOU WILL PROVE YOUR CONCERN FOR YOUR
MOST VULNERABLE CONSTITUENCY, THIS NATION'S CHILDREN,

| URGE IMMEDIATE PASSAGE OF THE MISSING CHILDREN'S AsSISTANCE
AcT. THANK You.
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Senator SpecTeR. Now, I would like to call on Mrs. Gloria Yerko-
vich, founding director of Child Find, Inc. Mrs. Yerkovich and com-
panion, come forward. Let the record show that Mrs. Yerkovich is
being joined by a very attractive young lady with bright red hair. I
have two sisters who had about that color hair. Enjoy it while you
have it. That particular vibrancy is a fleeting quality in life.

Mrs. Yerkovich, we very much appreciate your coming here. You
are the executive director and fcunder of Child Find, Inc. Rather
than have me recount the good \sorks of your organization, let us
begin by asking you to describe tl.at operation for us.

STATEMENT OF GLORIA YERKOVICH, FOUNDING DIRECTOR,
CHILD FIND, INC., ACCOMPANIED BY TANYA YERKOVICH

Mrs. YErkovicH. Senator Specter, it is a privilege to be here
today, to be invited to share my work and my experiences with this
committce.

This is my daughter Tanya. Tanya is 9 years old, ard I got her
teacher to agree that seeing her government in action was certain-
ly worth missing 2 days of school today.

I brought Tanya here also because she has been involved since
her birth in the problem of child abduction. Her sister Joanna was
abducted when Tanya was 6 months old. Tanya does not remember
Joanna, but she has grown up in the shadow of her absence.

She has also felt the strain that has grown between her mother
and father, which has been brought about by the nngoing activities
of a never-ending search to locate a missing child. That search to
date has resulted in producing no results in the location of Joanna
and very much economic and emotional stress to the entire family.

What Joanna has been through, we do not know. This is #n angc-
ing grief and concern to ma.

Senator SpEcTER. Mrs. Yerkovich, you have two daughters?

Mrs. YErkovicH. | have two daughters.

Senator SPECTER. Fine.

Mrs. YERKOVICH. Joanna is 15 years old now, and she was taken
when she was almost 6 years old.

Senator SpECTER. And you are divorced from her father?

Mrs. YERKOVICH. She was taken by her biological father, yes.

Senator SpectERr. All right. Proceed.

Mrs. YerkovicH. 1 have to assume that my daughter Juanna is
stil! living. I have no proof that she is or is not, but if she is still
alive somewhere in this world, I wonder how the harsh abduction
has affected her life. I am sure that it has not been a positive effect
upon her life.

Child abduction or the disappearance of a child under any cir-
cumstances carries its detrimental, rippling effects far beyond
those individuals directly involv.d. With the figure of 1.8 million
children missing each day in our country, no one can deny the
magnitude of the problem. I think we have all recognized that, and
we need not rehash it.

When my 6-year-old daughter was abducted in 1974, I iitevally
had no place to turn as a parent. There was absolutely no help
available to me at all.

Senator Specter. What was the background of that abduction?

62




o7

Mrs. YERKOVICH. | am sorry?

Senator SPECTER. Would you describe the circumstances leading
up to the abduction?

Mrs. YeERkovicH. Yes. In 1973 Joanna’s biological father, know-
ing that I was on the brink of marriage or engaged to my present
husband, Raymond Yerkovich, at that time could not deal emotion-
ally with my marrying Raymond, and he decided to take the action
that he had the right to take, and that was to bring court action to
have custody of or visitation of Joanna.

This was first brought in Virginia. When my husband, Raymond,
finished his doctoral program at the University of Virginia, we
moved back to his home territory, which is the area I live in now
in the New Paltz, New York area. That is in Ulster County.

Immediately Joanna’s father then moved the court action to
Ulster County, and there ensued over a year’s court dispute as to
visitation. It finally came down to visitation.

I had Dr. Albert Solnik from the Child Study Center of Yale Uni-
versity make the second testimony he has ever done in his life in
court in behalf of Joanna, saying it was not to her benefit but to
her detriment to have her life infringed upon by visitations be-
cause we knew that her father was not seeking visitations out of
love or concern for Joanna, but to disrupt our family life.

He had made a threat to me 2 years prior that he would use
every avenue available to him and every dime that he had to see
that my life was destroyed. So it very clearly points up the usual
motive in these cases, which is revenge. It is a vengeful act.

So he was granted his first visitation on December 20, 1974, and
he came to pick up my daughter Joanna, at which time she protest-
ed very much. She said, “I don’t want to leave my family. Couldn’t
I just stay here?” It was right before Christmas and right before
her birthday.

The last memory I have of my child, at about 20 minutes to 6
that evening, was she was not a demonstrative child. She was
rather a very sedate child, but he finally had to pick her up, and
she kicked and screamed, and the last memory I have of her was
her looking over his back as she walked with him, with her arms
outstretched to me, saying, “Mommie, Mommie, please help me.”

So I have a lot of drive behind what I have done.

After Joanna’s abduction I will try to capsulize very succinctly.
We did what every parent does. You turn to law enforcement. You
g0 back to the courts. I succeeded in getting three warrants, ulti-
mately a felony warrant, and I tried to get a UFAP warrant, which
would have brought in FBI intervention.

I would have felt that I would have had some real substantial
help hecause I knew that Joanna was not in the same State. I fig-
ured that she had been taken outside the country. Ultimately I
proved that she had been taken out of the country, but at that time
I could only guess knowing the circumstances as well as I did.

I was unable to get a UFAP warrant.

Senator SpecTER. Why were you unable to obtain that warrant?

Mrs. YERKOVICH. At tﬁat time——

Senator SpecTER. If you know.

Mrs. YErKOVICH. Yes. At that time | had to prove that my child
had bheen taken across State lines, in addition to proving that she
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was in dire harm, physical harm, and I could not prove at that
time either of those.

December 30, 1983, I did get the intervention of the FBI formal-
ly. So the FBI is——

Senator SpecTER. How did you get it at that time?

Mrs. YErRKOvICH. Because of the restrictions on the FBI have
been lifted in this past year, in 1983, because of the Missing Chil-
dren’s Act, only because I had some information from private
sources and I felt that there was a possibility that these could be
followed because the FBI has the resources.

Senator SpecTER. Tell us about it fully because I am very inter-
ested. The legislation which we enacted did make some changes in
the procedures of the FBI, and I would be very interested to know
specifically how these changes made it easier for you to obtain
their assistance.

Mrs. YErkovicH. Well, I was advised. Of course, as soon as that
act went into effect, I was very excited about taking advantage of it
for my own case. Of course, through Child Find we advise every
other ps¢ to take advantage of it also.

There huv been problems though. The FBI personnel that I
have dealt w..a have reported to me that there have been only a
few, less than 1,000, cases where they have been asked by parents
to come into these cases, and my figures are that only slightly over
150 cases have been resolved through FBI intervention this past
year.

But through 1983, there was a relaxing on the part of the restric-
tions of the FBI becoming involved particularly in parental abduc-
tions.

Senator SpEcTER. How many parents do you estimate could take
advantage of that change in FBI procedures?

Mrs. YERKOVICH. It is my understanding that a parent must have
a felony warrant to do this. Even in my own case, one thing that
made it very easy was finally the district attorney in Ulster County
telling the U.S. Attorney General that they would be willing to ex-
tradite from any place in the world. You have to get that promise
that your county will pay for it. This is one thing that makes it a
little easier.

Then there is a Federal warrant, a UFAP warrant, unlawful
flight to avoid prosecution. We still do not have that in hand. That
takes a lot of paperwork, and it takes a lot of prodding. In my case,
possibly because my case is so well known, I have an FBI agent
who is really pursuing this. It has become a top priority in his
work, and so he is pursuing it, but there are a lot of technicalities
to overcome, and having a felony warrant, I believe one must.

There are still some restrictions. You have to have good reason
to believe that the child was taken over State lines.

Have I fully answered your question?

Senator SpecTER. Yes. Thank you.

I would like to pursue with you further the circumstances sur-
rounding the changes in FBI policy which you described. That
change in FBI procedures was not occasioned by the 1982 Missing
Children Act. It was occasioned by some oversight hearings which
we had and the recommendations that the subcommittee made to
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the Attorney General and to the Director of the FBL As a result,
they modified their procedures in accordance with existing law.

So it is of interest to us as to how that change has affected your
situation and may affect other situations if people are made aware
that many technical requirements and old standards of the FBI are
no longer in effect.

Mrs. YERKOVICH. Yes. May I ask a question of you? Is that going
to continue, that policy of tf;e FBI going to continue, or is it going
to——

Senator SPECTER. Their policy will continue whereby they do not
impose such technical requirements to activate their participation.
The current policy will remain in effect.

Mrs. YerkovicH. That is good, and we are doing our part at
Child Find to tell parents who call us that this is available to them,
but in most instances they must persevere. They must really hang
in there and press for action. It i1s not a matter of just asking the
FBI to come in. You must go through certain steps and press for its
action,

Senator Srecrer. Well, that, unfortunately, is a part of all of the
process.

Mrs. YERKOVICH. Yes.

Senator Specrer. Where there is a private party who has been
injured, it is necessary that this party be very vigilent and very
active in pursuing the remedies which the law makes available.

Mrs. YERKOVICH. Yes. This has become very clear to all of us who
work with the problem.

But back in 1974, when my daughter was abducted, there was
not the kind of help that we have today. Through my frustrating
experiences, | learned that there were hundreds of thousands of
parents and children in the situation that my child and my family
found ourselves.

We were faced with: You may have your warrants; you may have
your felony warrants, but until you can locate the child, we cannot
do anything for you. This came from law enforcement and others,
and parents did not have anything available to them to help them
locate children because in almost every instance the abducted,
whether it is a stranger abduction or a parental abduction, is taken
out of the jurisdiction, the local jurisdiction.

Once you go beyond that, then your local jurisdiction cannot
assist you, and there has not been, until recently, anything avail-
able on a nationwide basis.

So in early 1980, 1 founded Child Find, which is a national, non-
profit agency for the location of missing children, which has
become a national clearinghouse for missing children information.
With volunteers and very limited financial resources, we were able
to assist in the location of nearly 800 children to date since the
first location, which was made in 1981.

Child Find maintains a nationally known toll free telephone
number where individuals who have information on the where-
abouts of missing children may call us in confidence and give that
information. Then we match the information with registered chil-
dren with our agency, and more and more as we become well
known and the more people that are calling in information to us,
the more children we ure able to find in this respect.
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We also use a growing network of cooperative investigating re-
sources nationally, and not to minimize it, because I think it has
been a maximum assets, without the ongoing interest and full coop-
eration of the print and broadcast media taking Child Find’'s mes-
sage to the public and exposing the children’s photographs for iden-
tification we could not have succeeded as we have to date.

It is so clear that finding the children is a vast cooperative en-
deavor, requiring, among many others, the responsiveness and com-
mitment from print and broadcast media to carry the message and
to carry the children’s pictures, from law enforcement, schools, in-
dividuals who have information, the children themselves, and our
Government.

With the passage of the Missing Children Act in October 1982,
missing children were at least acknowledged as a national tragedy,
and a passive system already established for other purposes was
made available to missing children and their parents.

You, Senator Specter, and Paula Hawkins were not content with
that, as I understand it, and have, therefore, introduced, along with
many other supporters, the Missing Children’s Assistance Act,
which will actually take the concern for missing children and put
it into action, which can not only help us locate missing children,
but bring the education to the people and the children themselves,
who can make a difference in terms of prevention and the location
of missing children.

As the mother of a missing child and as the founder and leader
of the most well known missing children clearinghouse, I feel very
positive about the value of the Missing Children’s Assistance Act in
fulfilling the critical need of coordinating a central, national clear-
inghouse which would augment and assist those private organiza-
tions already in existence in coordinating and utilizing existing re-
sources toward prevention through research and education.

The already missing children can be found faster and more effec-
tively througﬁ Government technical assistance and financing.

I am very grateful to the individuals who have worked so tire-
lessly for missing children and the protection of all children. We
have come a long way since 1974, We cannot stop now. We must go
the rest of the way.

I have great hope in this particular act. I agree with Judge
McConnell on two points that he made, and they were that the ad-
visory board should be expanded, particularly to include some of
those grassroots individuals who have worked with the problem as
I have during the past 4 years and some others that I can think of.

I agree with him also in altering the age limitation to age 18
rather than 13 for a missing child.

Thank you.

Senator SprcTER. Thank you very much.

Let me ask you about your organization, Mrs. Yerkovich. I note
that your organization has assisted in the location of more than
775 children.

Mrs. YERKOVICH. Yes.

Senator SpeEcTER. How have you done that?

Mrs. YerkovicH. We have done it through——

Senator SpecTER. You are rivaling the FBI, aren’t you?

Mrs. YERKOVIcH, I am sorry?

b6




61

Senator SPECTER. You are rivaling, if not exceeding, law enforce-
ment.

Mrs. YErkovicH. We do not like to say that. We would like to
work along with them, and we do.

The FBI personnel we have worked with in our office, and there
are a couple who come from——

Senator SpEcTER. You endorse the FBI?

Mrs. YERKOVICH. Absolutely.

Senator SpecTER. How did you help find these 775 children?

Mrs. YERkOvICH. We have worked with the media. We found ap-
proximately 30 percent of them with the cooperation of the media,
the airing and the printing of the children’s pictures. For instance,
the movie “Adam” which carried 55 children at the end, we were
able to locate, working together, locate 15 of those children.

Senator SpecTerR. How many? You located 15?

Mrs. YERKOVICH. Yes. I felt that if we could locate 12 out of
those, in anticipation of that airing, I had felt if we could locate 12
children that I would have been most proud. We located 15.

Senator SPECTER. Give me an illustration of a child whom you
have helped to find outside of those whose pictures were shown
after “Adam.”

Mrs. YERKOVICH. Outside of those?

Senator SpecteR. Well, I understand the procedures you used on
those 15, but give me an illustration of someone else whom you
have helped to find.

Mrs. YErkovicH. OK. Child Find publishes the only comprehen-
sive directory of missing children, and we had something happen,
which is happening more and more, about 2 weeks ago. I happened
%‘)_ (()ibserve this one myself in the location department at Child

ind.

We got a call on our 800 line from a teacher out in the Midwest
who had been flipping through the directory, her copy of the direc-
tory, which she may have purchased with her own money, and she
recognized a child, a fourth grade child, and she went immediately
to her school principal, and she said, “I have this child in my
class,” and apparently he gave ler the full go-ahead to call Child
Find. Perhaps she asked. I do not know.

But she did call our office, and she reported the facts regarding
this child. We knew that we had a positive location. So we did not
have to go through the channels that we use to make a confirma-
tion of location, which we will do before we call a parent.

We called the parent immediately. We were not able to get
through to her work number because she did not work there any
more, but we were able to find her at home, and we told her where
her child was. We had made a positive location.

That one was very quick and easy. There are others that are far
more complicated.

Senator SpkcTER. Has the mother recovered the child?

Mrs. YERKOVICH. Yes, yes.

In others, sometimes very often we will vse the assistance of pri-
vate investigative resources, and we also have a network now prob-
ably approaching 1,500 that we can actually put our fingers on in
our cross-references of law enforcement personnel throughout the
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country, private investigators and others who work with us in a
networking kind of fashion.

Senator Specter. How are you funded?

Mrs. YERKOVICH. Scantily at this time. The funding aspect——

Senator SpectTER. A national toll free line is an expensive oper-
ation.

Mrs. YERkoVICH. It is very expensive. That runs us somewhere
now exceeding $5,000 a month, even though we make many of our
calls to the media and to our parents collect.

We are funded by modest grants.

Senator SpecTER. You make calls to the media collect?

Mrs. YeErkovicH. They are very cooperative. They invite us to.
Yes, we do.

We are funded by modest grants. We charge a modest registra-
tion fee of $50 for the registration of a child from our parents. I
y:ould like to add if a parent cannot pay that fee that we do waive
it.

We have been granted the funds from TRW for a computer
system. All of this has been done manually up till now. We will
have a computer system in about 2 weeks, which will take us ap-
proximately 6 months to get used to, I am sure.

In anticipation of this, we have reorganized the way we take our
information over the telephone. Thousands of parents call us and
only about 10 to 15 actually follow through with registration be-
cause it is a complicated procedure.

Senator SpeECTER. You mentioned the directory. How much does
that cost?

Mrs. YerkovicH. That costs us approximately $7,000 to print
5,000, and then we urge that that be reproduced.

Senator SpectEr. How much does it cost for a person to buy a
copy of the directory?

Mrs. YERKovVICH. It is $10. We ask people to pay that. If we are
sending it to, say, a teacher or someone who has ongoing exposure
to children, we will send it to them for free. We also urge them
every time we send it to reproduce it and pass it around.

Interestingly, the State of Connecticut and the State of New
Jersey, the State Education Department of Connecticut this
summer took that directory and at their own expense reproduced it
and distributed it to all of their districts. We provided, Child Find
provided, a seminar which spoke and addressed the district repre-
sentatives. So we know that we have the State of Connecticut cov-
ered, and we hope to cover the other States in the same fashion.

Senator SpectEr. Well, Mrs. Yerkovich, you certainly have an
outstanding organization. You have done a great deal, and I cer-
tainly do commend you for it.

Mrs. YErkovicH. Thank you

Senator SpecTERr. It is very outstanding.

I vee you went to the University of Pennsylvania. May I ask you
the “r~al question, what was your contact there?

Mrs. YErkovicH. It was so long ago. I only took a few courses
there. It was so long ago I really do not remember.

Senator Specter. Well, that is very unusual for anyone to have
conlfact with the University of Pennsylvania and not remember it
well.
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Mrs. YErKOvICH. Sorry,

Senator Sekcrek. Thank you very much for coming.

I might say to you, Tanya, if you want to see the Senate in
action, there is going to be a pretty good session this afternoon on
search and seizure. We are taking up the exclusionary rule.

We are in recess from 12 until 2, which is the custom in the
Senate to provide time, for caucuses of both of the parties. But at 2
o'clock we will be taking up the exclusionary rule. If you would
care to see that, we can get you into the choice section of the
Senate gallery. If there is anything else you would like to see, we
would be glad to arrange a tour or visit for you while you are here.

Mrs. YErKovicH. Thank you.

Senator Srecter. We very much appreciate your coming. For the
record, the statements of Senator Thuimond, Jenator Warner, and
Senator Denton will be entered without objection following my
opening remarks.

Thank you all.

(Whereupon, at 11:54 a.m., the subcommittee was adjourned, sub-
Jert to the call of the Chair.]
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MISSING CHILDREN’S ASSISTANCE ACT

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 21, 1984

U.S. SENATE,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
SuBCOMMITTEE ON JUVENILE JUSTICE,
Washington, DC.

The subcommittee met at 10:10 a.m., in room SD-226, Dirksen
Senate Oifice Building, Hon. Arlen Specter (chairman of the sub-
committee), presiding.

Present: Senators Boren, Nickles, Hawkins, Denton.

Staff Present: Mary Louise Westmoreland, chief counsel; Ellen
Greenberg, professional staff member.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. ARLEN SPECTER, A U.S. SENATOR
FROM THE STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, CHAIRMAN, SUBCOM-
MITTEE ON JUVENILE JUSTICE

Senator SpecTER. Good morning, ladies and gentlemen.

This hearing of the Juvenile Justice Subcommittee of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary is our second hearing on the Missing Chil-
dren’s Act, Senate bill 2014. This is a followup to hearings which
were commenced on February 7, and it involves a very important
legislative initiative sponsored by Senator Hawkins, Senator
Warner, and 21 other cosponsors in the Senate on a subject —hich
is of great importance, and that is to determine procedures to find
missing children.

There is no more heart-rending event anywhere than to have a
child missing. There needs to be a concerted national effort to aid
parents and law enforcement officials who are faced with this very
difficult and terrible situation.

V/e have already found that with appropriate focus of attention
it is possible to find missing children. On the television show
“Adam” some 55 pictures of missing cnildren were shown, as de-
picted on the easel, 13 children were recovered, and 1 of the chil-
dren recovered also led to the finding of a brother and sister. As a
result of “Adam” 15 missing children have been located.

Senate bill 2014 will promote the efforts to Jocate missing chil-
dren by providing a coordination center and providing a national
hot line. It will also further the efforts of legislation which was en-
acted in 1982, signed into law by President Reagan, on this very
important subject.

Our first witness today is Ms. Pearla Kinsay Paterson. who will
tell us about a tragic situation involving her daughter, Charlotte
Kinsey, who at the age of 13 was missing under very unusual and
tragic circumstances, but Ms. Peterson will tell that story herself.
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Here to introduce Ms. Peterson are the two distinguished Sena-
tors from the State of Oklahoma, the Honorable David Boren and
the Honorable Don Nickles.

I will call on Senator Boren, the senior Senator from Oklahoma,
to begin.

STATEMENT OF HON. DAVID L. BOREN, A U.S. SENATOR FROM
THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA

Senator Boren. Mr. Chairman, we are very, very pleased to have
an opportunity to introduce to you today Pearla Kinsey Peterson,
who knows first hand the problems and the heartbreak and the
pain encountered by parents who have missing children.

The case of her daughter, Charlotte, is one of the best known sit-
uations in our State. Her daughter was working at the State Fair
of Oklahoma when she disappeared a little over 2 years ago.

With Pearla today are her mother and her sister, who have also,
of course, been aiding efforts led by the family to seek Charlotte’s
recovery.

This is a tragedy that we hope can be alleviated in this individ-
ual case, and we hope that the story which she has to tell will help
the committee in its deliberations.

Mr. Chairman, 1 would be remiss if I did not commend you for
the efforts and the lead which you have taken in this area. I think
the establishment of a toll free hot line and the establishment of a
central coordinating center to pool information ard the provision
of technical assistance back to State and local officials that the
Missing Children’s Assistance Act would provide will be of great
help in this regard, and I am very pleased to support you in the
effort and to cosponsor the legislation.

1 only hope that you are successfu) in shepherding it all the way
through the process.

We are very, very proud that Ms. Peterson would take the time
to come and share her own experiences today with the committee
and add her personal influence and testimony to this cause that
you have undertaken.

So I am very proud to join with Senator Nickles today and would
ask my colleague, Senator Nickles, if he has additional comments
to make, but we are both very, very pleased to welcome Ms. Peter-
son to Washington and to have us hear her testimony before this
committee.

Senator Sprcter. Thank you very much, Senator Boren.

I am pleased now to turn to the distinguished Senator from Okla-
homa, Senator Don Nickles.

STATEMENT OF HON. DON NICKLES, A U.S. SENATOR FROM THE
STATE OF OKLAHOMA

Seaator NickLEs. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I, too, congratulate you for having this hearin% and also for the
exposure which it will receive. I think you are to be commended for
recognizing that there is a serious national problem.

I would also compliment you on the two groups of pictures, one
where the children are still missing and tge other of those that
have been found. Of the children that have been found, one is from

71




67

Oklahoma, Jamie Lynn Humphries of Muskogee. Her picture was
shown after the show “Adam’’ and led to her return to her mother.
Her family had been looking for her for a couple of years,

Having a missing child, in my opinion, would be one of the most
difficult circumstances that a parent could ever endure, and cer-
tainly the cases which you have over there really are success sto-
ries. I hope and believe that by enactment of your legislation we
will have more success stories.

Unfortunately, the first witness that we will have, Pearla Kinsey
Peterson, will provide the saddest part of the story. There are some
sad stories that are involved.

I hope that with her testimony and the media's attention, we can
have some more success stories.

About 2% years ago Pearla Kinsey Peterson's daughter, Char-
lotte, and her girlfriend, Cinda Pallet, were «hducted from the
Oklahoma State Fair. Quite innocently the girls had agreed to help
a man unload some stuffed animals thinking they might be able to
earn a couple of dollars. They have not been scen since that fair
day.

From that point on, Charlotte's mother, her aunt and many
others have worked tirelessly to try to find Charlotte and Cinda. To
date, they have not been successful.

[ do not think it would be inaccurate Lo “ay that the search has
been the focal point of their lives.

Mr. Chairman, I do commend you for calling Mrs, Peterson to
give her testimony before this committee as it considers Senate bill
2014, As a cosponsor of the legislation, 1 beliecve that the toll-free
telephone line for reporting information on the location of missing
children and other functions in this legislation are necessary since
the problem many times does cross State lipes.

Since her abduction, Charlotte has been reported to have been
sighted several times in Illinois, Texas, and New Jersey. If this leg-
islation were in place, it would represent a significant step in
aiding interstate tracking of missing children.

So I do commend you. I commend Ms. Pearla Kinsey Peterson for
her willingness to testily in very difficult circumstances, and I just
hope and pray that as a result of this that we will have some more
success stories as we have seen after the show, “ndam,” and other
;'x;}:]usuros that have brought this very, very serious problem to
ight.

Senutor Seecter. Thank you very much, Senator Nickles. Thank
you, Senator Boren,

I realize the very busy schedules which you gentlemen have
today. You are welcome to stay. You are welcome to join me on the
panel if’ you choose, nnd if vou find it necessary to absent your-
selvos at this time, we certainly would undetstand.

Ms Peterson, we thank vou very much for joining us today, and
we would like to begin bv asking vou to tell us a little bit about
vourself. Where do vou live? Are you raarried? How many children
de you have?
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STATEMENT OF PEARLA KINSEY PETERSON,
' OKLAHOMA CITY, OK

Ms. PETErsON. Mr. Chairman, I am now a housewife. I live in
Oklahoma City, and I have three daughters total.

Of course, as Senators Nickles and Boren stated, we have spent
the last 2% years basically, you know, in our search for Charlotte
and Cinda.

Senator SpecTeErR. Would you state the names and ages of your
daughters, please?

Ms. PerersoN. Charlotte Kinsey and Cinda Pallet were both age
13 at the time of their abduction.

Senator SpectEr. Would you tell us just what did happen to
Charlotte? .

Ms. PetersoN. Charlotte and Cinda left at approximately noon
on Saturday to attend the Oklahoma State Fair. Charlotte had said
she probab{y would not stay too late, probably around 5:30, but at
5:37 I received a phone call from her.

Senator SPECTER. Appreoximately on what date did they leave
home to attend the Oklahuina State Fair?

Ms. PerersoN. This would be actually the 25th that they left to
attend the fair.

Senator SpecTER. The 25th of?

Ms. PeTERSON. September 1981.

Senator SpecTER. The 25th of September 1981.

Ms. PereErson. Right, and like I said, it was approximately 5:37
p.m. Charlotte called home. She was extremely excited. She had
been looking for employment for a couple of months, but was too
backward to even approach someone for an application, but when
she called, you could hear the excitement in her voice, and thrilled
to death, and asked if she could work for this man unloading
stuffed animals at the fair.

I asked her if she would be working alone or what the circum-
stances were, and she said there would be several kids working, as
well as Cinda, and that they should be through around 8:30, and
they were going to call Cinda’s parents to come to pick them up
around 9 o'clock.

Senator SpecTER. This was about 5:30 in the afternoon?

Ms. PETERsON. Right, on the same date.

After nearing all of the circumstances, it sounded legitimate.
There were going to be several kids around, and I assumed there
would be safety in numbers. They were going to be at the fair
grounds, as far as I knew.

So she asked if she could spend the night at Cinda’s house, since
her parents were going to be the ones that picked them up, and 1
went ahead and agreed with that on the condition that she called
me at 9:30 p.m.

When 9:30 arrived and I had not heard from her, I began to get
restless. Ten o'clock arrived and I had not heard from her, and 1
was beginning to worry at this point, and I began to call the phone
number that she had listed for Cinda, and I did not get an answer.

So, I continued to call every 5 to 10 minutes, and at no time did I
get an answer from them. Finally at 1 am., Mrs. Pallet called me
and asked me if I had heard from the girls, that she had not, and I
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told her no, that | had not, that I had assumed that they had
picked them up.

She said that she had called her husband at work, and he was
going to come home and go to the fair grounds to look for them,
and 1 told her that I, too, was going to go, and Charlotte’s best
friend was at the house, and she wanted tu go, touo, hecause she was
concerned about Charlotte.

So, the two of us went to the fair grounds. We got there at ap-
proximately 1:30 a.m. We walked all the way around the grounds,
every aisle, every row, probahly at least four times, and finally we
were exhausted and scared because it was vacated other than just
carnival people.

Senator SprcteEr. Were Cinda’s parents makiny a similar search
at tl° time?

Ms. PrtersoN. Well, T was told that they were going to, but I
never saw them there. So I do not know.

It was approximately 2:30. I noticed a police car on the grounds.
So T approached the policeman, and I told him my problem. I told
him we had walked the grounds four to five times, and we were
tired and we were scared, and what we did, you know.

His response to me was, “Lady, the only thing I know for you to
do is to walk them one more time.”

Senator SpECTER. He said for you to walk one more time?

Ms. PETERSON. Yes.

Senator SpecTER. And did you do that?

Ms. PErersoN. We did this, and still did not see ar.ything. So the
friend and I left. At the time——

Senator SpecTER. This was about 2:30, quarter of three?

Ms. PETERSON. Right, a.m. This is on the 26th of September.

We drove up to the driveway and I noticed Ms. Pallet’s car, and
it was then that we decided to call the police department. We knew
something was wrong. In fact, I knew something was wrong st
10:30 when I had not heard from Charlotte. I just knew something
wfas wrong because she was a very responsible child and did call
often.

So she went to her home and notified the police, and I notified
the police from mine. There were two officers that arrived at ap-
proximately 3:15 to supposedly take a report.

Senator SprcTER. And these were from the Oklahoma City Police
Department?

Ms. PETERSON. Oklahoma City Police Department, yes, sir.

After taking notes, and we were actually pleading for help at
that time, their response was to chuckle.

Senator Sprcter. To chuckle?

Ms. PetersoN. Ha, ha, ha, you kiow, they kind of chuckled at it
and said, “I would not worry about it, lady. This happens every
year when the fair is in town.” He said, “They have probably taken
up with the fais, and they will probably show up within the next
few days.”

And T stressed again that Charlotte was not the type to run
away. She did not take up with the fair, that something was wrong,
and he said, “I am sorry. We cannot do anything for 24 hours. Wait
24 hours, call”——-
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Senator SpectER. Did the policeman say why he had to wait for
24 hours before taking an: action?

Ms. PEerERSON. He just said it was standard procedure, that they
wait 24 hours.

Su other than waiting 24 hours, at approximately 8 a.m., we
called the youth bureau at Oklahoma City Police Department.

Senator SPECTER. You called the youth bureau at the Oklahoma
City Police Department?

Ms. PerersoN. Yes, sir. We were told by them that they could
actually not do anything, that there was no evidence of foul play,
and that it would be against, quote, the little darlings’ rights, un-
quote, for them to do anything.

Senator SpecTEr. They said it would be against the rights of your
daughter to take any action?

Ms. PeTErsoN. Right, right.

After this point we were getting desperate. My husband and I got
in our car, drove to her friends, checked with everybody, called ev-
erybody she knew. No one had heard anything.

So we contacted the FBI.

Senator SpEcTER. What response did you get from the FBI?

Ms. PeTeErsoN. When I told them—I had also called OSBI and
was told they could not do anything——

Senator Spectkr. The OSBI, the Oklahoma State Bureau of In-
vestigation?

Ms. Pererson. Right. I had called them, and they, too, told me
there was no evidence of foul play, and they had actually not been
requested by the Oklahoma City Police Department to enter the
case. So they could not do anything.

So that is when I called the FBI, and this would have been the
third time I was told, “I am sorry. We cannot do anything. There is
no evidence of foul play.”

At this time I was angry.

Senator SPECTER. At aE‘;out what time did you make your first
contact with the FBI?

Ms. PerersoN. This was at approximately 11 am., and npon his
response of, “I am sorry. There is no evidence of foul play,” I then
asked him. I said, “What does it take to institute foul play? Do you
need a pool of blood for this or what?”

And he hesitated a minute, and he said, “Well, to be honest, I
hate to admit it, but that is about it.” He said, “Either that or
someone seeing them held at gunpoint and forced into that car,”
and he said that they could not enter the case anyway unless they
were requested by the Oklahoma City Police Department to do so.

At this point we returned to the fairgrounds, a.id this is where
we staKed basically 24 hours a day until Thursday at noon. This
would have been October 1.

In the meantime, periodically we kept calling the police depart-
ment and we kept calling the %BI, the Ok!ahoma State Bureau of
Investigation, same response. Finally at approximately 1 am. on
Tuesday morning, Oklahoma City Police Department finally took
an actual missing person’s report on the children.

Senator SpecTER. What date was it then, Ms. Peterson?

Ms. Prrarson. This would have been the 28th they finally took
an actual report.
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Senator Sekirkr. On September 28 at 1 a.m. they issued a rniss-
ing person’s bulletin?

Ms. PrTERSON, Well, they finally asked me questions. They really
did not issue the report as yet. They were asking us questions and
getting, you know, like the girls’ histories and had they ever run
away, you know, and things like this, bnt it was approximately 6 or
7, maybe even 8 a.m. that morning before an actual investigation
began, and then it was limited mainly to the fairgrounds area be-
cause they wer: certain they had taken up with the fair.

So other sightings were basically put on hold, you know, or
checked out later because they did feel they were on the fair-
grounds.

On Wednesday, September 30, one of the boys who was a friend
of all of my children called. He was more like an adopted big broth.
er to Charlotte. She went to him with her problems and every-
thing. He called my middle daughter at the fair through the com-
mand post that they had finally set up, and he told her that he had
received a phone call from Charlotte, that he was certain it was
Charlotte. She was hysterica!, crying hysterically.

Senator SpEcTER. What did Charlotte say on the telephone call, if
you know?

Ms. PETERSON. She said, “Curtis, I can’t get Lisa. Help.”

And he said, “Charlotte, where are”—and she was disconnected.
The police department-—-—

Senator SpecT=R. And he said your daughter was hysterical?

Ms. PeTERSON. Crying hysterically,

Senator Specter. That was on September 30, some 5 days after
Charlotte was missing?

Ms. PeteERsoN. Right. This was at noon on September 30. The
police department were told of this phone call. Later on, probably 3
weeks later or so, we questioned them about that phone call, and
he said that they had talked to the boy, and he did not sound sure
enough that it was Charlotte. After [——

Senator SpECTER. Did you talk to the boy?

Ms. PeTersoN. After we talked to the boy, he said the police de-
partment had never spoken to him, that he had had to go out of
town, that they had spoken with his mother only.

Senator SpecTER. When you talked to the younyg wan, did he
sound sure to you that he was taiking to your daughter?

Ms. PETERSON. Positive, absolutely.

Then they waited until after this phore call to even consider put-
ting a tracer on the phone. Had they done that initially, the phone
call could have been traced, and we would have known where
Charlotte was calling from.

Senator SprcTER. Was there any subsequent .all by Charlotte to
this young man?

Ms. PerersoN. No. That was the }ast anybody heard from her
other than we do still periodically get hang-up phone calls tong dis-
tance and are told by the phone company that they cannot trace
them for us because they are out o tuwn.

Senator SPECTER. You have received inng distance phone valls?
Ms. PETERSON. Hang-up phone cally, right.
Senator SPECTER. You say hang-up cails?
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Mas. PetersoNn. Yes, sir. They will maybe call and maybe not say
anything or maybe try .0 say something and it will be where you
cannot hear or understand and then hang up.

Senator SpecTer. How many calls like that have you received
where you describe them as a hang-up telephone call?

Ms. PeTERSON. Several, several, at least——

Senator SpECTER. More than five?

Ms. PreTeErsON. Definitely more than five.

Senator SpecTER. More than 107

Ms. PerersoN. Probably, probably close to at least 15 or 20 that
we have gotten.

ﬁfgnator SeecrEr. When did you receive the last such telephone
cail’

Ms. Peregson. Thanksgiving, and we have received two where
we pick up the phone, the person at the end of the phone is crying
severely, you know. You cannot even make sense out of it.

Senator SprcTER. When did you last receive a telephone call
where the person at the other end was crying?

Ms. PeTeErsoN. Approximately 2, ? weeks ago, but there again, we
are always told that they cannot be checked out. In fact, we were
told by the phone company that they would probably take the
tracer off completely, which is not going to help, you know, because
we do get the phone calls periodically.

But all of this time I have found out since the initial investiga-
tion that there should not have been a 24-hour waiting period. The
investigation should have begun from the beginning. There should
have been an all points bulletin and everything put out on the
girls. They insisted for months that they had run away when the
evidence was obvious that they had been kidnaped. They have said
approximately six tc eight witnesses to verify it. They have the
man’s description, the automobile he left in, everything that they
should need in order to be able to trace some sort.

Senator SpecTeER. Ms. Peterson, what efforts were inade to identi-
fy the?man who wag apparently an employee at the carnival or the
circus?

Ms. PetersoN. There are approximately six witnesses that can
identi’y him, that have described him, and told the police.

Senator SprcriR. Is his identity known? Is his name known?

Ms. PeTersoN. His name is not positively known. He had a leau ..
er belt on with the name of Joseph inscribed in the back. So we do
not know if that was his actual real name or where the belt, you
know, could have possibly come from.

Senator SpECTER. At the Oklahoma State Fair, was this a carni-
val type affair, a carnival type operation that this man ran?

Ms. PETERSON. He or the police department has since wondered if
he even actually was an employee for the fair. They cannot deter-
mine positively, as I understand it, whether he was or was not.

Senator SeecrER. Do you know what his activity was supposed to
have been at the Oklahoma State Fair? Did he run some sort of a
booth or a stall?

Ms. PerersoN. Yes, sir. As I understand it, he was to or present-
ed himself to have had a booth.

Senator SPECTER. Do you know what kind of a booth?

Ms. Prrerson. No, sir, I du not. I have no idea.
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Senator SprcTER. When did the FBI enter the case?

Ms. PeTERSON. For months I have been calling the FBI and was
told that they could not enter the case on a full-scale basis because
they had not been requested by the Oklahoma City Police Depart-
ment to do so.

Senator SpECTER. Did you ever ask the Oklahoma City Police De-
partment to make that request to the FBI?

Ms. Pererson. I did that approximately 1 to 2 weeks after their
abduction because 1 did not know or I was not aware of the fact
that I myself was supposed to call the FBI, although I had the first
day.

Senator Sprctrr, What did the Oklahoma City police say when
you asked them to request the FBI to enter the case?

Ms. PETERSON. That there was not much that they could do, that
they were asking them to assist occasionally if they needed flyers,
information to deliver.

Se‘?ator SPECTER. Did they refuse to ask the FBI to enter the
case?

Ms. PETERSON. Yes, sir, they did.

Senator SpecTER. Has the FBI ever entered the case?

Ms. PETERSON. As I understand it, the last I heard, which is ap-
proximately 6 months ago, they are finally on the case.

Senator Specter. Have you talked to anybody from the FBI
about their activity on the case?

Ms. PETERSON. Yes, sir, Joe Fitzpatrick is, as I understand it, the
man that is assigned to the case, and he does now check out leads
and work on the case.

Senator SPECTER. And you have discussed the matter with Agent
Fitzpatrick?

Ms. PETERSON. Yes, I have.

Senator SPECTER. Are you satisfied with what action is now being
taken by the FBI?

Ms. PerERsoN. To a point. I understand that they are limited
sorarewhat, butl there are-—for instance, we were told by another
ageat there that sometimes it would take them as much as 6 days
or as long as 6 dayvs to check out a sighting on Charlotte simply
because of the Puperwork involved; that it would sometimes take
that lony te get it processed.

Senator SPECTER, Well, Ms. Peterson, what advice do you have
for other parents who might be confronted with a situation similar
to the one that you have found yourself in?

Ms. Pererson. The first thing I would do if I were them would
naturally be to notify all law enforcement agencies, but if they are
to tell you no or “I am sorry. I cannot do anything,” try anybody.
T}:‘y Senators, Representatives, attorney generals. Do not stop at
that.

Like I said, in my case [ was told falsely that there was a 24-hour
waiting period which cost us, because he could have been in China
with the girls in 24 hours, I mean to the end of the world, and 24
hours are the most crucial moments. For instance, in my case, the
Kirls, they had the tag number of the car. If they had initially
started the investigation immeadiately, it is possible they could have
found them before they ever left the State, because as I said, Char-
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lotte called on Wednesday. So chances are she was in the city at
that time.

Senator SpecTerR. Ms. Peterson, I believe you know that Senate
bill 2014 would establish a national clearing house so that when a
child is missing the parents or local law enforcement can contact
that clearing house and get expert advice on what to do next.

Do you think that the existence of such a clearing house would
have been of assistance to you in locating Charlotte had that been
available back on September 25, 19817

Ms. PeTerson. Definitely. For instance, in my case at the time
that Charlotte and Cinda were abducted, we did not know what to
do. We did not know who to conitact other than our local police de-
partment. Had there been such a number that we could have
called, it could have saved us possibly that 24 hours. They could
have told us, notify your FBI, you know. You cannot necessurily
rely on the police department, and it could have told us that the
police department should ask the FBI to help. I think it would help
tremendously, and I just wish it had been in effect at the time
Charlotte and Cinda were abducted.

Senator Specter. One of the problems is that many law enforce-
ment agencies in small towns simply do not know how to respond.
They have this problem very infrequently. I would think that an
agency as big as the Oklahoma City Police Department or the
Oklahoma Bureau of Investigation would have some greater famili-
arity, but what we are seeking to do is to provide procedures to
inform parents and law enforcement where they do not have this
kind of experience to find a channel to try to get some methodical
approach to locating the children.

Senator Boren, 1 would be very pleased to have your participa-
tion.

Senator BorkN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

As I understand it, was it 5 days, ac 1 was listening, before the
missing person’s report was finally is¢ d by the police?

Ms. Pererson. It was—I have to co :nt—it would have been ap-
proximately 1 days.

Senator Borkn. Four days before that report was issued.

What happens now when, for example, you get a report or some:
one calls you? Let's say you had these sightings reported in Texas
and one in Illinois and other places. Who do you then contact? Do
you first go to the FBI after you get a report like that?

Ms. PetersoN. Now I do that. Yes, T do. About 3 weeks after
Charlotte was abducted, we had a fairly positive sighting in Mes-
quite, TX.

Senator BoreN. Yes.

Ms. Prrkrson. We called the Oklahoma City Police Department
about this. The officer I spoke with or detective said, quote, What
do you expect me to do about it? He said, “Well, I guess I can call
the policemen that are guarding the fairgrounds down there, but
that is about all I can do. We cannot hit the road and try to find
her,” and that was the response that I received.

Since the FBI was not on the case, they could not help me.

Senator BoreN. Did you yourself try to make a contact with the
police department in Texas?
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Ms. PETERSON. Definitely. We called them ourselves and tried to
get their assistance.

Senator BoreN. But you had to do all of that communication at
least at that point yourself in trying to make those contacts with
the law enforcement people in other States.

Ms. PETERSON. That is right.

Senator BoreN. Did any of them respond when you called them?

Ms. PETERSON. Usually we do not receive a response. Occasional-
ly we will. Unless we call them back to check on it, we do not hear.

Senator BoreN. They do not even call you back?

Ms. PeTeErsoN. No, sir. The only FBI agent that I have ever
heard from or spoken to is Joe Fitzpatrick, and that was because
we called him. We never heard from them.

Senator BoreN. Well, if you could call him, for example, saying,
“There has been a sighting in Illinois,” or wherever it is, do you
hear back from him then?

Ms. PETERSON, No.

Senator BorReN. Does he seem to follow up on it, or do you think
he is making immediate contact?

Ms. PeTERsON. I think it really depends on what he considers to
be more urgent or more possible. Now, I know that he does check
some of them out, but I cannot say, you know, that he checks them
all out because some of them are hard to check out, because of the
length of time involved and what have you, but usually we do not
hear the results as to what they have found out or determined.

Senator BoreN. Since this happened to you, you have probably
talked to other parents who have had similar things happen, simi-
lar tragedies. Have their experiences been similar in terms of diffi-
culty in having a coordinated effort or getting word back or getting
reports from law enforcement agencies?

Ms. PETERSON. Definitely. We have started, as you know, Nation-
al Child Search, and we deal with a lot of missing children and
parents. We are still having trouble with the law enforcement
agencies checking out sightings, trying to help. They are still being
told, “T am sorry. There is nothing I can do,” or, “I am sorry. There
is a 24-hour waiting period.”

As in Charlotte and Cinda’s case, there seems to be competition
instead of working together to try to find them. It is as if Oklaho-
ma City Police Department does not want to tell OSBI what they
have, or vice versa, the FBI, you know, staying away, because it is
as if each one wants to be the ones to locate them and, vherefore,
does not want to share the evidence.

Senator BorReEN. What kind of help is the voluntary National
Child Search organization able to give? Is this purely a voluntary
effort? Does it have a staff now associated with it?

Ms. PETERSON. It is voluntary, and we answer the phones 24
hours a day. We assist the parents, as we wish we had been and
which, hopefully, this still will produce. We try to tell the parents
what they need to do, how their laws are, exactly where they stand
on their laws, who to contact, the forms necessary in order to get
their children back, and we offer moral support, and since Novem-
ber we have retrieved 11 children due to media coverage on it.
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Senator BoreN. And you have involved the media actively in
your efforts. Have you had a pretty good response from the media
in terms of broadcasting pictures and descriptions?

Ms. PeTERsON. Definitely. They have been a tremendous help,
and as I said, due to the fact that they have publicized the pictures,
sidnce November there have been approximately 11 children locat-
ed.

Senator BoreN. But I gather you would certainly support efforts
like the legislation we have before us as being much more effective,
I would presume, if you had a central clearinghouse, staffed by pro-
fessional law enforcement people or people who hed those contacts
in the law enforcement carrying the weight of authority in making
the contacts; that it would be much more helpful to you than the
current situation.

Also, just the peace of mind of being able to get a report back
and get a continuous flow of information.

Ms. PETERSON. Definitely, because it would be 100-percent better
than being up in the air and wondering exactly what was being
done, or if they were doing anything at all. My only suggestion
would be that at some point each State assign two to three officers
as an individual task force to look for missing children because, for
instance, in our case again, the officers were untrained, unin-
formed. I think that was part of our problem. They did not know
what steps to take or what to do, whereas had they been trained,
had they worked for missing children, they would be familiar with
most experiences involved in that problem, and to be honest, I
really think, for instance, in our case, they would have probably lo-
cated the girls because they would have known exactly what to do
and what steps to take.

Senator BoREN. Ms. Peterson, again, I want to thank you for
coming and sharing this. It is most difficult. You have certainly
done an excellent job of sharing your own experience, and directly
relating it to this legislation. It has certainly been helpful.

Again, Mr. Chairman, I want to thank you for providing the
forum so that Ms. Peterson and others who have had this problem
could bring it to the uttention of the whole Congress.

Senator Spectir. Thank you.

Ms. PETERSON. 1 would like to thank you all.

Senator SpECTER. Thank you very much, Senator Boren.

Senator Nickles.

Senator NickrLes. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I am moved by the
largeness of this problem. Do you have any idea how many missing
children there are in the country today wgere parents are like you
are, who are actively seeking?

b Ms. PrreRsoN. Actively searching for their children? I would
To—

Senator NickLks. In the hundreds?

Ms. Prrrrson. A lot more than that probably, because there are
in stranger abduction cases, there are 50,000 annually that are
stranger abducted, and 1 am not sure how many years this has
been going on., but should you multiply that even times three,
there are 150.000 parents, at least, plus their spouses, and 1 am
sure there are at least 80 percent of them that are actively looking
for their children.
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Senator NicKLEs. It is really an enormous problem.

I mentioned the Humphries child, who was a success case, and
now can be moved over from the missing side into the found side as
a result of “Adam.” You mentioned what, 11 since November?

Ms. PeTERSON. Right. This is strictly on a local level. This is our
local in Oklahoma City, OK.

Senator NICKLES. Just in Oklahoma City there were 11?

Ms. PETERSON. There were 11 since November.

Senator NickLEs. Missing children that have been found?

Ms. PETERSON. Yes, sir.

Senator NICKLES. Is that right?

Ms. PETERSON. Right.

Senator NICKLES. So the numbers times that nationwide have to
be considerably larger.

Ms. PeTERSON. Right.

Senator NICKLES. You mentioned in response to Senator Boren’s
question that the media’s response has been good.

Ms. PeTeRsON. Helpful.

Senator NICKLES. As a matter of fact, in many cases it seems that
some of the positive things that have been done have been from the
private side, where media has been willing to show pictures after
movies, or maybe after news. ‘“Here is a missing child,” I have seen
that in some of the stations in Oklahoma City.

You mentioned sightings in other cities. “yhen that happens, are
you able to telecopy a picture or something to that station where
they show it on the TV for 2 or 3 days after the reported sighting?

Ms. PETERSON. We are working on that, and hopefully should
have it in several States, hopefully pretty soon, you know, not too
long because, for instance, you never know. Nine times out of 10, if
the child disappears from Oklahoma, they are not going to stay
here too long. They end up going to Texas, California, you know,
places where they hear are good places to go to.

But I think that is exactly what we need. It would be 100-percent
better if we could get national coverage on all children, even if
they could just show a 30-second photograph, because I think
people are becoming more aware, and they are even paying a lot
more attention, and are studying the photographs that they are
seeing, whereas before, they really did not think about it. But now
they are becoming really aware of the problem and becoming more
cautious and are trying to help us locate the children.

Senator NicKLES. You mentioned support for the legislation that
Senator Specter has introduced and that we have cosponsored. Are
there any suggestions that you have that we might be able to do on
a Federal level that could further your cause?

Ms. PeTERSON. Like I said, the main issues that would probably
help would be like, for instance, national television coverage, hope-
fully to encourage the States to set up task forces even of two men.
I do believe there should be stricter punishments for kidnapers,
particularly stranger abductors. As it is now, they are out in 2 to 6
years, turn around and kidnap again, and get away. It does not
make sense to me that actually the laws were not changed a long
time ago.

For instance, in Oklahoma, we have found out that our children
have so many rights that it really is unbelievable. We were told,
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for instance, that if a 10-year-old child were to lock themselves up
in their bedroom, neither the parents nor the police department
could legally enter that room. That child has the right to lock their
bedroom, and you are to stay out.

Senator NickLgs. I do not want my children to find that out.

Ms. PETERSoN. Right.

Senator SprcTiR. I do not think that is an accurate statement of
the law, Ms. Peterson.

Ms. PeteRrsoN. That is what I was told by an officer.

Senator SpecTeR. Well, 1 think you obviously were told that.

Ms. PETERSON. Yes.

Senator SpecTER. Legal opirions differ, but I do not believe that
a l0-year-old child has a legal right to lock himself or herself in
their room without having the parent having a right to enter that
room.

Ms. PerersoN. Well, I found it hard to believe, but we were talk-
ing at the fairgruunds with officers and were discussing the fact
that some of the laws were unbelievable, like there is no curfew in
Oklahoma, and the children do have so many rights, like an 11-
year-old child having the right to runaway. I mean, you know, it
was at this puint that he told us this particular thing.

Senator SrecTer. Well, I think those are subjects which could
certainly use clarification, but I also do not believe that an 11-year-
old child has the right to runaway. I make this comment to you
because your words will be traveling far and wide.

Ms. PETERSON. Yes.

Senator SpecTER. I would not like 10-year-olds to think that they
have a right to lock themselves in their rooms, contrary to the
wishes of their parents, or tor 11-year-olds to think that they have
a right to runaway because they do not.

Ms. PeTeERsoN. I would not want them to know it either.

Senator SpecTeR. Children of tender years in that category are
subject to the coitrol and direction of their parents. That is the
law.

Ms. PetErsoN. That should be that way, and you know, it really
is a shame. I do feel like the laws should be studied, you know,
even by the parents so that they know because if they are wrong or
if the child is protected, overly protected to the point that the par-
ents do not have any authority or control, then they should be
changed also.

What I am saying is our laws are more than likely outdated with
the times because times have changed drastically. Situations have
changed drastically, and I think the public should take more of an
interest in our laws.

Senator NickLES. Mr. Chairman, I wish ‘o thank you, and also 1
wish to thank Ms. Peterson for her comments today. It is « sober-
ing hearing. and I only hope for enactment of the legislation and
that Charlotte and Cinda will become success stories.

Ms. Pererson. Thank you.

Senator SeecTER. Ms. Peterson, we very much appreciate your
being here. Just one additional word on the subject.

There are limits as to what police officers can do by way of entry
into private premises, but with respect *o children of tender years
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in the age categories that you describe, 10 or 11, parents do have
subetantial legal authority over the chilaren.

M.. Peterson, I know that you have brought » gchotograph of
Charlotte with you, and 1 would appreciate it if you would hold it
up su that the television cameras which are here could focus in on
it. Why don’t you hold up the color picture—and if you would take
the picture of Cinda down so that the cameras could focus on that,
as well, because it just may be that somebody might see Charotte’s
smiling face there and provide some information which coul lead
to her being located.

The picture of Cinda is right next to Charloite.

(linda and Charlotte were missing at the same time so that it is
possible —if’ you would hand that to Ms. Peterson, and Ms. Peter-
son, if you would hold that up beside Charlotte-so that anybody
who locates or thinks that they have information as to the where-
abouts of either of those young ladies, 'erhaps we can make them,
as Senator Nickles said, success stor

Ms. PeteErsoN. That would be nic..

Senator Sprcrer. Thank you very much for coming, Ms. Peter-
son. We know it is not easy for you to be here and to submit to this
kind of a presentation, but we think it may be very helpful, indeed.

Thank you.

Ms. Prrerson. Thank you.

Scnator SpEcTER. I would like to now call on the honorable Bill
Bradley, senior Senator from New Jersey, who is an original co-
sponsor of Senate bill 2014 and a member, an active member, of
the children s caucus, for his testimony on this subject.

Senator Bradley, we welcome you here.

STATEMENT OF HON. BILL BRADLEY, A U.S. SENATOR FROM THE
STATE OF NEW JERSEY

Senator BrapLeY. Thank ou, Mr. Chairman.

I am pleased to have the opportunity to testify before your sub-
committee today on an issue that demands not only our fullest at-
tention, but also willingness to translat: this attention into con-
crete and positive action,

As a cosponsor of tlie Missing Children’s Act of 1982, as a cospon-
sor of the Missing Children's Assistance Act of 1983, a- a citizen
deeply concerned about the welfare of today’s children, and as a
father, I feel very strongly that we simply cannot afford to neglect
the pioblems of missing children. We must do all in our power to
prevent these tragedies from occurring.

But once they have occurred, the '“ederal Government must
move quickly to help families find 1nissi y children.

The need for this legislation is clear. There are too many stories
of parents whose children have simply disappeared. Kathleen Man-
scll drove her daughter, Marianne Basten, to school in Florida one
morning. No one remembers seeinrg Marianne after she left her
mother’'s car. The day after her rlisappearance, her purse was
found in & trash can about 25 miles from school. She had joined the
swelling ranks of children Iabeled “missing.”

Sheila and Catherine Lyon, age 13 and 11, journeyed to a subur-
ban shopping center on March 25, 1975, and were never seen again.,
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In 1980, 2-year-old Branby Barlow vanished from his frontyard.

The list goes on and on and on. One of the most highly publicized
cases has been that of 6-year-old Etan Patz. On May 25, 1979, Etan
walked alone for the very first time to his Manhattan school bus
stop, and has not been seen since.

Mr. (‘hairman, there have been several cases in my own home
State of New Jersey, In 1982, in Blairstown, NJ, a police lieutenant
found a body of an unidentified young woman. She became known
throughout the United States as “Princess Doe.” Since that time
the police have searched through 12,000 leads and have been
unable to identify the deceased young woman.

We need to strengthen programs to help the police in Blairstown
and across the country do a better job. Millions of Americans are
now awakened to the difficulty American parents face in trying to
locate their missing children.

The horrifying case of Adam Walsh, which recently was por-
traved in a national television program, has given us the opportu-
nity to press forward for a more comprehensive solution to the
problem. On July 17, 1981, Adam Walsh was abducted from a shop-
ping mall in Hollywood, FL. After 2 weeks of what has been de-
scribed as the largest manhunt in Florida's history, Adam's re-
mains were found 150 miles north of his home. Adam’s father,
John Walsh, refused to let Adam’s death become just another sta-
tistic.

After contacting local and State police authorities, John learned
the difficulties in mounting a large-scale search for a missing child.
When he contacted the FBI, he discovered to his dismay that the
FBI would not become officially involved in a case unless they have
proof of a kidnaping in the form of a ransom demand or evidence
that the child has been taken out of the State.

After appearances on national television and meeting with repre-
sentatives from Child Find, an agency which coordinates efforts to
locate missing children, John Walsh testified before this subcom-
mittee.

“We must speak for the children,” he said that day. “They have
no voice because they're afraid or because they tried to speak and
are dead.”

In his testimony Mr. Walsh urged the establishment of a nation-
al centralized reporting and search system. This testimony and his
subsequent appearance on the Phil Donohue television show gener-
ated over 40,000 letters and calls to Congress. As a result of his ef-
forts, and those of many others, the law was changed as a national
priority given to finding our missing children.

On October 12, 1982, President Reagan signed the Missing Chil-
dren Act into law, authorizing the FBI to enter descriptions of
missing children and the national crime information computer; to
set up an unidentified bodies file; and to allow parents access to
the system.

John Walsh's fight still continues today through the Adam
Walsh Resource Center. It is a fight to change laws and policies
and to teach children and parents of the need to protect them-
selves,

Mr. Chairman, given the magnitude of the problem, the Missiny,
Children Act was a good tirst step, but the legislation simply does
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not go far enough. This is u national problem that will only be
solved through a broader, national commitment, and that is why 1
have joined you and Senator Hawkins as a cosponsor of the Miss-
ing Children’s Assistance Act of 1983, which recognizes the need
tor a coordinated national effort.

The bill you have before you sets up a national toll-free tele-
phone line to link parents with their missing children, The legisla-
tion also establishes a national resource center and clearinghouse
to provide technical assistance to State and local government agen-
gies and individuals in helping to locate and recover missing chil-

ren.

The resource center would also disseminate national information
on innovative missing children’s programs, services and legislation
to help communities improve their own efforts.

Finally, the bill reauthorizes the Juvenile Justice Delinquency
Prevention Programs for another 4 years.

In closing, Mr. Chairman, I know that laws will help save other
children’s lives in the future. The efforts of the Walshes and the
hundreds of other concerned families have served to burn this issue
into our national conscience.

The country cannot and will not forget these victims. I certainly
cannot. Because of the tragedy of one child, Adam Walsh, we have
already taken a virnificant step to aid missing children. It is my
deep hope that his wragedy will move this committee and this Con-
gress to take additional steps to help save the lives of possibly
thousands of other children,

Thank vou very much.

Senator Sprcrer. Thank you very much, Senator Bradley, for
that testimony and for your eadership on these important subjects.

One or two questions, Senator. Do you know why they called the
young lady “Princess Doe"” whese identity they could not deter-
mine in New Jersey? It sounds like a very unusual name.
DSe,r)ator Braprey. Well, I think that that comes from “John

0e.

Senator SprcTiR. Princess Doe?

Senator Brabpiky. The person is an unknown.

Senator SpecTER. But the designation ‘‘Princess’ seems rather
strange.

Senator BrapiLry, Well, I think that it is a kind of reverse recog-
Piti(;m of the tragedy that our system was unable to provide any
eaa.

Senator SprcTeR. You say thev sifted through some 12,000 leads
without finding the identity of the youngster?

Senator BrabnLey. That is correct, and one of the main things
that was absent was any kind of national system that thev could
plug into, in an attempt to get some help, and T think that the leg-
islation that was passed last year and the logislation that is pro-
posed this year to provide that kind of national coordination will
be particularly important.

I'must also tell you. Mr. Chairman, as you know, on your list of
witnesses today is Sergeant Dick Ruftino froni New Jersey who has
been really in the forefront of this issue. I think that he can pro-
vide vou with some very important facts and sugpestions, and |
might sav also that this is not simply a matter of dealing with
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missing children after they have disappeared but it is also a matter
of preventing them from becoming missing in the first place.

To this end, I was pleased to receive a circular from my local
PTA in New Jersey, the school at which my young daughter at-
tends, saying that Sergeant Ruffino would speak to the PTA in the
near term to alert the pavents of children of the simple steps that
could be taken to protect themselves from the threat that exists
out there today, and I hope that you will be able to get into some of
those steps when you talk to Sergeant Ruffino.

Senator SrecTer. One final question, Senator Bradley. On the
effort to determine the identity of the young woman called “Prin-
cess Doe,” do you think that having the fingerprinting of children
would be helpful in trying to identity s.ich people, and do ynu have
any sense or would you care to express it as to whether there
ought to be some national effort on a purely voluntary basis to
have such fingerprinting?

Senator BraprLry. Well, 1 think if it is on a voluntary basis it
could be helpful. In the circular that was sent to me, the local
school system made such a suggestion, and I am contemplating it
as the parent.

Senator Srrcter. We heard some testimony at the hearing on
February 7 about having such fingerprinting on a voluntary basis
where only one card he maintained, which would be given to the
parents in order to protect privacy, but if vou have a situation such
as Princess Doe where apparently the parents do not participate in
or know about it, it would hardly be sufficient if you just had one
card muintained with the parents It is a difficult question on the
civil liberties igsne with an effort not to have any incursgion, and at
the same time trving to provide sutticient identity to help out on
the identification of such cases,

Senator Braovky. It is a difficult question, and 1 think that i
will be important © v wee the degree to which the esxisting law and
the proposed law will be able to meet some of the objectives that
we seek, which s to tev to find o system of locating them.

[n some cases that simply means one place where, it a child is
missing, he or she can be repoerted, and I can only tell you that 1
find that this issue has universal appeal in the sense of people
wanting something done.

For example, I have with me today a petition from just 1 county
in our State that has nearly 1,000 signatures from parents who
want very much to have a central resource clearing center. [ would
hope that the law that has been proposed will be acted upon
promptly, and that we will pass it before this summer so that 1
cannot only report favorably to these nearly 1,000 citizens in New
dorsev, but so that all of us can- as parents and citizvens—say to
the fimilies who have ehildren that are missing that we are at-
tempting to help them find their lost loved ones. I think that that
is o response that is not only appropriate in a policy =ense. but in a
human sense s well.

I thank the chairman for his leadership on this issue and for the
opportunity to testify

Senator Sercrer. Thank you very much, Senator Bradley.

[ would like row to turn to Assistant Director Oliver B Revell,
Criminal Investigative Division, Federal Bureau of Investigation,
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Let me ask at the same time if Investigator Dick Ruffino would
come forward, Missing Person’s Bureau and Bureau of Human
%\(Iijntiﬁcation, Bergen County Sheriff’s Department, Hackensack,

Mr. Revell, we appreciate your being with us. We welcome you
here. Your full statement has been received, and it will be made a
part of the record. In accordance with subcommittee practices, we
would appreciate it if you would summarize, leaving the maximum
amonnt of time for questions and answers.

STATEMENT OF OLIVER B. REVELL III, ASSISTANT DIRECTOR,
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION, FEDERAL BUREAU OF IN-
VESTIGATION

Mr. REVELL. As you know, Senator, 1 appeared before your com-
mittee last year, and we determined that there were, indeed, some
areas that we needed to tighten down the compliance of our field
offices with existing Bureau policy, and 1 submitted a teletype to
the Director, who approved it, and it went to all agents in charge,
and a copy of that teletype was, in fact, sent to you and was incor-
porated into the record of the committee at that time.

Senator SpECTER. Director Revell, that was a very useful revision
in FBI policy, and I commend you for your initiative on it, and the
FBI and the Department of Justice for carrying that forward, and
when you have finished your prepared remarks, I would like to ex-
plore that just a bit further as to what the future plans of the FBI
are with respect to continued implementation of those standards.

Mr. ReviLL. The committee staff has asked us to address certain
topics. The first is the FBI policy for investigating kidnapings and
how the FBI coordinates these invastigations with State and local
authorities.

The initiation of kidnaping cases or cases in which there is some
plausible indication of abduction is exactly as set forth in that par-
ticular teletype that was sent to the field. We do not have a re-
quirement for ransom. We do not have a requirement for there to
be evidence of interstate travel.

What we do require is there to be an indication that an abduc-
tion has occurred rather than there be simply a missing child.

Senator SpecTER. Those are revised standards though, are they
not”

Mr. ReveLL. No, they are not revised. They are reemphasized be-
cause the practice did not quite follow the policy, and that was the
reason we reemphasized it in that teletype, that that had to be the
case.

We have always had the position that the age of the child, the
circumstances under which it is missing, any direct indication of
abduction should result initially in a preliminary inquiry, and then
it there is, indeed. evidence that there has been an abduction, a full
field investigation.

Senator Srecter. Well, Mr. Revell, were those standards put into
effect on a l-vear basis in December of 198272

Mr. Reveri. No, those were the parental kidraping changes that
the Department of Justice instituted. Prior to that time, it required
there to be an indication that the child was in jeopardy, and it re-
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quired the Criminal Division of the Department of Justice to ap-
prove the FBI entering the case.

As a result of many cases where this appeared not to be good
policy and the position of various committees of the Congress and
our own experience, we recc:nmended to the Department, and they
approved, the U.S. attorneys in the field being allowed to authorize
FBI entry, and that it did not require there be evidence that the -
child was endangered.

Those changes in the policy are still in effect, and as far as 1
know will continue. We have not in any way asked that they be
reinstated.

Senator SpecTeR. So the initial thought about having them in
effect for 1 year is now not the policy. Are they permanent as of
this moment?

Mr. Reven.. As the I'epartment’s witness, Mr. Lippy, Larry
Lippy, who is Chief of their General Litigation Section, indicated,
they would be reviewed in | year. That 1 year has now passed, and
we have heard nothing in the Bureau about any change, and 1 am
certain that the Department would not change the policy without
cml\sulting with us, aad we do not see any reason to change that
policy.

Senator Seecrrr. If there is any indication as to any change in
policy, would you please communicate with this subcommittee?

Mr. Reverr. Yes, we would.

Senator Specter. Thank you.

You may proceed, Mr. Revell.

Mr. ReverL. So as far as the first issue, policy {or kidioaping, 1
think we have stated that.

The coordination with Statc and local authorities is a very im-
portant part of the process, Senator. As you well know, the State
and local officials have the primary responsipility in this area. and
even if there is an abduction, eventually before it can go into Fed-
eral court, we must prove the clements of a Federal crime. So,
from the outset there has to be & coordinated and cooperative 1n-
vestigation done by both local, State, and Federal authorities. the
Federal authorities, of course, keing us.

So there is never an instance where we should have a degree of
competition or be working at cross purposes. I cannot state that
that never oceurs, but T can certainly state that “hat is not our in-
tention that there be any degree of competitiveness o lack of co-
ordination or cooperation. In fact, it is exactly the opposite.

Senator SpeeTER. Mr. Revell, you heard Ms. Peterson's testimeny
this morning. Would you care to comment about the handling of
the case involving Charlotte Kinsey?

Mr. Revenn. I really do not know unyihing akout that case, Sena-
tor. We did not have enough time before the hearing to do an in-
depth review. [ did ask that over the weekend the Oklahoma City
office submit a summary of the case, and T might just read to vou
what they said. T have not had an opportunity to review the Okla-
homa City file, and normally when I testify on a case, | review the
field office file personally. So all T can give you is the summary
that the Oklahoma City office sent in,

By teletype this weekend, the Oklahoma City office advised that
they received a telephone call from Ms, Peterson, Pearla Peterson
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on September 27, 1981, advising that the victims, in this case Char-
lotte June Kinsey and Cindy Leanne Pallet, disappeared or did not
return home from the State fair on September 26, 1981.

Our office made contact with the Oklahoma County Sheriff's
Office and the Oklahoma City Police Department. It determined
that four officers of the juvenile bureau, Oklahoma City Police De-
partment were assigned to the matter. The Cklahoma City Police
Department advised they would notify the FBI of any aspects if a
kidnaping were developed.

On September 30, a suspect, one Donald Michael Corey, was de-
veloped by the Oklahoma City Police Department. Agents accompa-
nied the police officers to obtain the unlawful flight process and a
Federal warrant was issued, and the FBI immediately gent out
communications throughout the areas that Corey was known to
have previously frequented. Corey was apprehended on the basis of
this warrant on October 9, 1981, within 2 weeks of the disappesr-
ance.

However, followup investigation eliminated him as the perpetea-
tor of this particular crime.

Thereafter, the Oklahoma City FBI office distributed composites
of the person who was thought to be the subjact, a composite of an
unknown subject, to the 10 surrounding States, and we also distrib-
uted the composite to appropriate State and local law enforcement
and corrections institutions for possible identification of the sus-
pect, all with negative results.

Photographs of the victims and background information were
provided to all offices, and leads from other law enforcement agen-
cies. Child Find organizations, Reader’s Digest, and other sources
have been actively and exhaustively investigated from the first in-
dication of kidnaping to this date, with the case being ir a continu-
ingly active status.

Prior investigation has been and is being conducted nation ide
from New York to Florida, Czlifornia to Washington. In-State leads
are promptly covered by the FBI and results furnished to the Okla-
homa City Police Lepartment. Rapport with the victims’ parents
hag¢ received priority atiention. Mr. and Mrs. Pallet are the ustal
avenues of communication. I do not know why that is, but that is
the comment there.

Results of leads of which parents have knowledge are carefully
conveyed to them. Ms Peterson telephonically inquired on Febru-
ary 17, 1984, as to the results of a specific lead. A Karen Tervimsan
had responded to a television message on the missing girls.

Senator SprcteEr. Mr. Revell, let me request you to do this,
rather than proceeding even beyond the 1984 events. The subcom-
mittee would appreciate it if you would review the activities in the
case and let us know your findings as to the propriety of the han-
dling of that.

Mr. Rever. I will be glad to.

Senator SrxcTeErR. And what we are really interested to know is
whether it was handled properly, and not with the view to recrimi-
nation, because that is gone, but with the view to saying if any cor-
rective procedures could be put into effect which would improve
procedures for the future.
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M. Revenn Wedl, certairly if any comment was made, and 1
have no reason to doubt that it was not, that it would be helpful to
have blood at the crirte scene, that world be totally inappropriate
-i',n the part of what . person received that call, and I certain-
[

Senator SpeeteER. Yeu do not have e have blood at the crime
scene or somebody ahducted af gunpcint, in order to make it an ap-
pnfpriate imnatter for law enforcement, eithee at the local or ¥Fader-
al lsvel.

Mr Reverr Absoluiely not, and T think that type of--1 do not
know if it wes saw in a sarcastic vein, bn{ whatever vein it was
sald in was an inappropricte crmwment. Certainly the problem is
nne of was there an abduetion, and that [ think cau be debated
both pro and con.

Certainly ai thic point unt ‘rom the period of the time an unlaw-
ful flight warran was sougbt, the case has been actively investigat-
ed as a kidnaping maiter. and is certainly being pursued as that
tcday.

The second issue that the commitfec statl hrought up was the
number of missing childrer und abducted childrer included in the
Natworal Crime Infrrmation Center fiom 1981, 1982 and 1983. The
missing persons’ file was set np in NCIC in 1975, However, of
course, the changes were only madc 1in 29382,

In 1481, these ure total records. These are not just juvenile.
These are total missing persons eutered into the NCIC system. I
will break it down by other categories in j 'st a minute.

In 1981, there ware 15C,000 entered, and 147,000 removed. In
1982, there were 154,000 entered, and 151,000 rernoved, and I am
rounding these off, Senator.

Sen-tor Specrer. What accounrs for the vemoval of such large
numbers, Mr. Revell?

Mr. Kevenl. The answering agencies, the State and local agen-
cies, make the removal, and that would generaliy be when the
person has been located, either har veturned voluntarily or has
been found through othier means,

In 1963, the namber is 189,000 2ntered and 182,000 removed.

The increased number of entries in 1983 is apparently the result
of publicity surrounding the passage of the Missing Person’s Act,
which became law on October 12, 1982.

Based on a statistical analysis of the four entry categories, ap-
proximately 85 percent of the missing persons’ fles entries during
ach calendar year pertaie to missing juveniles. So that is the ap-
proximaie number of the figures given that would be juveniles.

Therefore, in 1983, toe approximate number of juveniles entered
inta the NCIC miscing persons' file was 161,110. The majority of
the records are entered and r-moved from the missing persons’ file
within the first 60 days by the reporting agency.

The Missing Children Act passed ou September 3%, 1982 author-
ized the 'BI to confirm the existence of a missing person record in
the missing person’s file, and if the local law enforcement sgency
declines to enter the missing person’s record, the FBI is authori:od
to make the entry. Hewever, Lefore this is done, the apnropriate
«BI field oftice will comiem the matter with the 'ocal agency.




f_

87

Since the passage of the act, the FBI has entered 123 people into
the missing persons’ file. The total of each of the four categories is
as follows: 19 disabled, 8 endangered, 38 involuntary, and 58 juve-
nile. This is a snapshot of the statistical entries.

As of February 1, 1984, there were 47 FBI entries on file in the
missing persons’ file, as follows: 8 disabled, 1 endangered, 13 invol-
untary, and 25 juveniles. Now, that means that by and large, the
entries are being made by State and local authorities, and the par-
ents or other guardians are not having to come to the FBI for the
entry. So while this does offer a fall-back position to the parents or
the guardians, it is not one that they have had to use on many oc-
casions because the vast majority, the great preponderance, are
being entered by State and local authorities.

Senator SpecTrr. Do you have any statistical breakdown as to
how many are being entered, for example, by the parents as op-
Posed to State and local authorities?

Mr. REVELL. Well, the only ones entered by parents would be the
ones coming to the FBI because the other ones are entered by
States and locals.

Senator SpecTER, How many are those?

Mr. RevELL. The total was 123 .ince the passage of the act. As of
February 1, 1984, on date, because they are entered and removed,
we had 47 entries on file.

Senator SpecTeER. Do you know the total number which have
been entered even though some of those may have been removed?

Mr. ReviLL. The total number entered since the passage of the
Act has been 123 people.

”Senator SPECTER. Well, that is a surprisingly small number actu-
ally.

Mr. REvELL. Yes, it is, and there has been, as you well know, a
tremendous amount of publicity on the missing persons’ file, the
ability of the FBI to make the entry, and due to the fact that we
are dealing in the neighborhood of 189,000 entries a year, 1 would
say that State and local authoritjes are doing a fairly good job.

Senator SprcTEz. Do you think that if this legislation is enacted,
Senate bill 2014, with “the national hotline and with a natjonal
clearinghouse that there would likely be an increase in the number
of entries?

Mr. REVELL. Senator, I do not know that there would be because
I believe now that there has been a sensitivity created, not only at
the Federal level, but at the State and local level, as to the impor-
tance of making these entries into the NCIC system. Certainly if a
person is not aware and there was such a toll free number avail-
able and they could receive counseling and guidance, then that
might result in——

Senator SPRCTER. Well, it would figure that if there is a toll-free
number available, there will be more calls.

Mr. ReveLL. I would imagine, but I do not believe that there is
any evidence that there is any difficulty now in getting a missing
person into the file. However, if there is ignorance and this
number is there, ther certainl that toll-free hotline could be used
for a person to ascertain how tﬁe 80 about this process.

Senator SpecTER. Well, the c earinghouse also may be useful.
Some law-enforcement agencies are small, inexperienced. With the
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clearinghouse to tell them how to function, with the number that
is easy to function, for many switchboards it is a complicated
matter to place a toll call.

Mr. ReverL. That is true.

Senator SPECTER. A toll-free call is easy to make.

Mr. ReviLs. But I have no way of estimating how many addition-
al people that might involve.

Senator SPECTER. I do not think you can really estimate it. I
think it is a judgment call.

Overall, if I may ask you, Mr. Revell, do you think it is a good
idea to have a toll-free number and a national clearing house as
embodied in 20147

Mr. REVELL. You are into an area of policy that the Department
has under consideration, and I am not authorized to comment on
that until the Department takes a position.

From an investigative standpoint, I certainly do not believe it
could hurt anything and it might help.

Senator Seecter. OK. Very good. I appreciate your testimony.

['The prepared statement of Mr. Revell follows:]




PrePARED STATEMENT oF OLIVER B, REVELL

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Subcommittee:
I am happy to appear before your Senate Subcommittee

today to discuss the FBI's policy for investigating kidnapings
In response to the request of the

and parental abductions.
Subcommittee staff, I have broken down my statement into the

following three topic areas:

FBI policy for investigating kidnapings and how the FBI

Topic:
coordinates these investigations with local and state authorities.

In almost all instances one of our local FPBI offices

is apprised of a kidnaping by the local law enforcement agency
In some cases the facts are

where the abduction occurred.
A 13-year-old Omaha, Nebraska,

all too clear as in this example:
newsboy is reported missing after his customers called his

parents complaining they had not received their newspaper.

Upon searching his newspaper route police discovered his abandoned
The local

bicycle and a number of undelivered newspapers.

police department determined that the young boy had been abducted
Within hours of

and immediately notified our Omaha FBI office.
the notification, the FBI had established a major case command

post at the police department to coordinate the investigative
efforts of 12 Federal, state and local law enforcement agenciles.
In a case such as this it is our duty tr utilize the full
investigative resources of the Bureau to geek the safe return

of the victim and to identify and apprehend the kidnaper (s) .

In other cases when the facts are not so clear,

such as when a child is missing and the circumstances are
arbiguous as to whether or not tnere has been an abduction,
Attorney General Guidelines permit the Bureau to conduct a
“preliminary inquiry" to determinc if a Federal crime has
These preliminary

occurrea, i occurring, or will occur.

inquiried are undertaken to obtain information as tc whether
Once the facts

or not a full investigation is warranted.

reasonably indicate there was a kidnaping, the FBI will
It should be pointed out

institute a full investigation.
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that there is no necessity that a ransom demand be n..de before
the FBI can or will initiate an investigation.

If a preliminary inquiry fails to disclisc facts
indicating a missing child has been abducted, the FBI would not
have the authority to conduct a full investigation.

Of course, that docs not mean the FBI would just simply
ignorve the matter. The local or state law entfnrcement agency
involved can request the assistance of the FBI's Laboratory
and I[dentification Divisions. The child's name and description
could be placed in the Nationial Crime Information Center
Missing Person File. Local authorities can also request
the Bureau to cover out-of=-state leads, such as acquiring,
locating and transmitting various records and verifying the
location of an indiviaual whom the local authorities desire to
interview. 1n these situations our Agents continue to maintain
liaison with the local police department until such time as the
watter ig resolved. However, if new facts should be developed
which would i1ndicate that a violation of the Federal Kidnaping
Statute has occerred, the Burean would be ready to irmediately
institute an investigation utilizing our full resources at tre
bighest priority level,

The following are o few examples of child kidnapinygs
investigated by the FBL:

In October 1982, o 1l0-yeatr-ois 4girl w o at a MNow Orleans
playcroand with a friend, when o man cirairing to be a police of facer
drove up in a ¢ar.  The two children walked ncav the car after the
Pooias Gifficer threaslened to give them a ticket for a minor
Infracticn of tne law,  He reached oul and drabbed one of the
little grrls ang drove her to Miesissinty where he sexuallw
ascaaitod her, The subject wag arrested 5 days later b the
FBI after an artensive and exhaustive kidnaping investigation.

A ransoin derata was nobk naae in this cagr, tor was ohe nDecessary
Lefore we Legan cur 1nvestigation,

It May 1983, a two-ronth-old haby gir) was taken from
her mother at the waiting roor of 1 hospital in Fort wherth, wowo,
The abeuctor, who was droessed 1n a nurse's wniferm, indicated she

wuted to take the child to show other nurses. The FBI
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immediately began a joint kidnaping investigation with the

Fort Worth, Texas, Police Department. In November 1983, the
subject was arrested at the El Paso, Texas, border crossing,
The child was recovered in » xico and returned unharmed

to her mother. Prosecution in this matter was declined by

the United States Attorney's Office, Fort Worth, Texas, 1n
favor of local prosecution by the Fort Worth Police Department,

It is important to note that in both of these cases,
1t was nct necessary for a ransom demand to have been made
before we began our investigation,

Here is an interestina case which involved an unusual
ransom demand. For almost three weeks in November and December
1984, Pederal and local authorities in California and New York
searched for an ll-year-old boy who was abducted from outside
his California residence while he wasg putting out the trash, After
three days th victim's father received several phone calls fror
an individual claiming to have his son: he demanded seven kilos of
cocaine or his son would be cut into many pieces and returned
Lo him. Af:ier a number of telephone calls, arrangements were
made for the father to fly to New York City to obtain the release
of his son in exchange for seven kilos of cocaine, supplied by the
brug Enforcement Auministration.

The kidnapers made telephonic contact with ‘the father
at a New York City hotel, at which time it was agreed to have
the kidnaped boy call his Ffather to assure he was alive prior to
making the ransom payment,
A surveillance team of approximately 100 New York
FBI Agents, in the area where a previous phone cal) was made,
observed a vehicle containing two adults and one child followed
by 4 van ocenpied by soveral mors adulls., The vehicle travelled
ter 1 may telephone booth in upper Hanhattan where the child was
taken from the vehicle to make telephonic contact with his father.

Fiel Agents quickly moved in and recovered the victim unharped

Arted arrested gix oadualts who were occupants of the two vehicles.
The critical elerent in these types of cases is
whether or not an abauction has oceurred.  Whern it is obvious

there was an abduction, the PRI moves agyressively to

Jb

EMC 1 R TN A RV

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

ABLE

BEST COPY A:




(A

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

92

conduct all necessary investigation to locate the victim
and apprehend those responsible. The FBI's resolve to

investigate kidnaping matters falling within our jurisdiction

has not and will not waver.

Topic: The number of missing and abducted children included

in_the National Crime Information Center for 1981, 1982, 1983.

The National Crime Information Center's (NCIC) Missing
Person File is maintained by the FBI for the utilization of all
participating local law enforcement agencies throughout the
United States. Whenever a child is reported missing by his/her
guardian to a local police agency, that agency will make an
entry into the Missing Person File (MPF). This data remains in
the system until the entering agency deletes the entry which
usually occurs when the missing person is located.

Statistics in the Missing Person File are divided into
four categories: disability, endangered, involuntary and juvenile. .
These categories and the critrnria for entry in each are as
follows:

Disability - A person of any age who is missing and under
proven physical and/or mental disability or is senile, thereby
subjecting himself or others to personal and immediate danger.

Endangered - A person of any age who is missing and is in
the company of another person under circumstances indicating that
his physical ~ifety is in danger,

1 ntery - A person of any age who is missing
under circumstances ind  ‘ating that the disappearance was
not voluntary, i.e., abduction or kidnaping.

Juvenile - A perso: who is missing and declared
unemancipated as defined by the laws of his state of residence
and whio does not meet the criteria of the other three

categories.

A count of records on file in the MpPF as of February 1, 1984,
reflects the follow .g totals: disability 3,349; endangered 1,999;

involuntary 2,598; and juvenile 20,5.3.
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The total numbe- of records entered and removed

for 1981, 1982 and 1983 is set forth below:

Entered Removed
1981 150,632 147,156
1982 154,341 151,767
1983 189,532 182,374

The increased number of entries in 1983 is
apparently the result of the publicity surrounding the
passage of the Missing Person Act which became law on
October 12, 1982.. Based on a statistical analysis of the
four entry categories, approximately B5 percent of the MPF
entries during each calendar year pertain to missing
Juveniles, Therefore, in 1983 the approximate number of
juveniles entered into the NCIC MPF was 161,110,

The majority of the records are entered and removed
from the MPF within the first 60 days by the reporting agency.

The Missing Children Act passed on September 30,
1982, authorizes the FBI to confirm the existence of a missing
person record in the MPF; and if the local law enforcement
agency declines to enter the missing person's record, the FBI
is authorized to make the entry. However, before this is done,

the appropriate FBI field office will confirm this matter with

the local agency. Since the passage of the Act, the FBI has
entered 123 persons into the MPF. The total for each of the

four categories is as follows: 19 - disability, 8 - endangered,

38 - involuntary, and 58 -~ juvenile. As of 2/1/84, there were

47 FBI entries on file in the MPF: § - disability, 1 -~ endangered,
13 - involuntary, and 25 - juvenile,

Topic: The number of kidnapiny and parental abduction cases the

FBI investigated in 1981, 1982 and 1983.

The following data represents the total number of
kidnaping cases that were opened by the FBI for the years 1981,

1982 and 1983 (through yovember 30, 1983) :

1981 853
1982 641
1983 (21 months) 873
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Listed below are the number of cases which were determined
to be a violation of the Federal Kidnaping Statute and for which

investigation was conducted:

1981 120
1982 141
1983 164

The data on the number of investigated kidnapings where

it was clearly established that a child was abducted is as

follows:
1981 35
1982 49
1983 67

A review of kidnaping data for three years indicates
that a small percentage of the investigations conducted by the

FBI involved a ransom demand:

1961 9%
1982 8%
1983 11%

The Federal Kidnaping Statute 8pecifically precludes
the FB1 from investigating the abduction of a minor child by

either parent. If a child is taken by one of his/her parents, ,

the FBI may institute a parental kidnaping investigation under
the provisions of the Fugitive Felony Act.

The following three criteria must be present before
Unlawful Flight to Avoid Prosecuation (UFAP) process can be obtained
and a warrant issued: (1) a state felony warrant is outstanding
and the appropriate law enforcement agency requests agsistance;
(2) there is sufficient evidence to show that the subject has
fled the state to ivoid prosecution; and (3) the agency requesting
fugitive assistance is willing to extradite and prosecute the
parent for the state crime when the individual is located. Once
UFAP process is obtained by the FBI, these investigationsg, which
are part of our Fugitive Program, are afforded the highest priority

and as such, receiv? continuous preferred treatment.
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Listed below are the parental kidnaping statistics

for 1981, 1982 and 1983 (9 months).

1981 1982 1983 TOTAL
(9 months)
Complaints Received 743 608 791 2,142
Referred to local
authorities 614 515 561 1,690
Declined by USA/DOJ 81 47 48 176
Authorized by USA/DOJ 48 46 182 276
Arrests by FBI 10 18 64 92
Arrests by other Federal
agencies 1 - - 1
Arrests by local
authorities 11 14 21 46
Children Kidnaped per year 961 878 658 2,497
*Children Xidnaped prior
to 12/28/80 - - - 373
Total Children Kidnaped - - - 2,870
Children Returned 25 31 91 147
FBI field division
* represented 58 54 56 -
States and U,S.
Territories represented 52 47 48 -
*Kidnaping incidents
occurring prior to
12/28/80 - - - 254

*Parental Kidnaping Prevention Act enacted 12/28/80.

In December, 1982, the Department of Justice (D0J)
modified its policy for obtaining UFAP authorization. As you know,
they no longer require that the missing child be in danger or
that the FBI obtain DOJ approval in order to conduct an investigation,

The FBI, like you and members of this Subcormiittee,
is very concerned and sensitive to all aspects of this missing
children's issue. Our efforts to address this problem continue
to be extensive, and as you know, this commitment has produced
positive results. We are actively involved in investigating
kidnaping and parental abduction cases throughout the country.
Even in those matters which do not fall within our
Jurisdiction, the FBI has offered local law enforcement our
technical and laboratory agsistance as well as the coverare of

certain out-of-state leads,
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Our Training Division also is involved in
undertaking studies and research on various aspects of the
missing children problem, including the profiling of serial
murderers and child pornography. The results of these studies
are published and forwarded to local law enforcement and are
presented to officers attending the National Academy at our
training facility at Quantico, Virginia.

Even though our results have been good, the Bureau
will not rest on its past successes., We will continue to
exercise our responsibilities in this area as aygressively as

possible.,

Senator SpeCTER. Supervisor Ruffino, we very much appreciate
your being with us. We welcome you here. We would be very inter-
ested in any suggestions which you might provide to this subcom-
mittee on ways to locate missing children.

Senator Bradley has already introduced you with eloquence, and
we look forward to your testimony and suggestions.

STATEMENT OF INVESTIGATOR DICK RUFFINO, SUPERVISOR,
MISSING PERSON BUREAU AND BUREAU OF HUMAN IDENTIFI-
CATION, BERGEN COUNTY SHERIFF’'S DEPARTMENT

Investigator RurriNo. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

It is certainly an honor for me to be here today to testify on
behalf of the Missing Children’s Assistance Act of 1983.

On behalf of the Honorable Sheriff William McDowell of Bergen
County and the countless thousands of families of those people who
are less fortunate than we are, since we know where our children
gg‘ﬁ today, it is my pleasure to be here and speak on behalf of this

ill.

Senator SpecTER. Do you think it is a good bill?

Investigator RUFFINO. I think it is a top-of-the-line bill. I think it
is long overdue, something that should have been done long before,
right after the Missing Children Act.

Senator SpecTER. What from your experience as an investigator
leads you to that conclusion, Mr. Ruffino?

Investigator RurriNo. When the Missing Children’s Act was
passed, Mr. Chairman, it merely mandated that the FBI will collect

“and disseminate information on missing people, that is, juveniles,
= unemancipated in the State in which they reside, and certain
§ adults are covered in that act, those that are missing under proba-
¢ - ble suspicious circumstances, whose disappearance is deemed invol-
_-untary, and also who suffers from a physical or mental disability.

~  There is no waiting time to enter anybody into the FBI's NCIC
«scomputer. Back in December 1982, I was honored by being appoint-
". ed to the FBI NCIC task force to help set up the national system,
-. along with 12 other dedicated people to this issue.
¢ - Along with the Missing Children’s Act, we have the section
*af,called the unidentified section, which will collect and disseminate
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information on unidentified deceased and also living people who do
not know their names or where they came from. The country is
burying roughly between 3,000 and 5,000 of those a year.

30 the Missing Children Act of 1982, when President Reagan
signed it into law, merely addressed the issue. The Missing Chil-
dren’s Assistance Act of 1983 is the real root of the success of what
we are going to try and accomplish here.

I might add, Senator, that, you know, being a police officer and
being fortunate enough to work for two people, Sheriff McDowell
and Sheriff Jab (phonetic), who believe in this issue, permitted me
Lo cross State lines, and I have been out of my jurisdiction for days
and weeks at a time assisting other police” agencies, assisting
searching parents. I know——

Senator SPECTER. Tell us just a little bit about your experience,
Mr. Ruffino, in investigating cases involving missing children.

Investigator RurriNo. We at Bergen County investigate all miss-
ing persons cases, whether it be juveniles or adults. Right at the
present time, we are running at an approximately 97 percent suc-
cess rate on the cases that we have assisted in.

Senator SpECTER. How long have you been engaged in such work?

Investigator RUFFINO. I have been engaged since 1976.

Senator SpecTER. How long have you been a police officer?

Investigator RuFrINo. I have been a police officer since 1970.

Senator SpECTER. You heard the testimony of Ms. Peterson re-
garding the responses on the disappearance of her daughter, Char-
lotte Kinsey. Would you care to give an opinion as to the propriety
of those official responses?

Investigator RurrFino. I think that they were irresponsible. The
FBI NCIC computer has no waiting time. The information could
have been disseminated right away at the time of the disappear-
ance. There is no such thing as a 24 or 48 hour waiting period law.
It is only departmental policy. It should be abolished because we
know at the local level that most autopsy reports indicate that any-
body who has met foul play will meet foul play within that period.
So why give up that precious time when we could enter them into
a system that we have all worked so hard to build that is underuti-
lized at this present time?

Senator Sprcter. Had the complaint been made to you by Ms.
Peterson, what action would you have taken?

Investigator Rurrino. If I took the complaint, I would have im-
mediately entered her daughter into the FBI's NCIC computer. I
would have sent out a State alarm to back up that computer.

Senator SpECTER. Could that have been possible in 19817

Investigator RUFFINO. Yes; it could have because the FBI NCIC
was adopted on October 1, 1975. So that unit did exist at that time.

I woqu have called up, the child being 13 years old, I would
have—of course, I have my own department and I know how my
department works—I would have mustered the proper amount of
manpower and started doing my own search.

Senator SPECTER. And what would you have done?

Investigator RurriNo. I would be still working actively on that
case if I felt that there was any signs that there was an abduction.
I would have notified the FBI. I might add that in Bergen County,
we have met with the FBl——
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Senator SpecTeErR. What would you have looked for as the thresh-
old standard for notifying the FBI?

Investigator RurriNo. I would look for—that is a very hard ques-
tion to answer because I do not know the full investigation. I corld
tell you that——-

Senator Specter. Well, that is a question which local law en-
forcement has to face. It might be useful for you to articulate,
given your extensive experience in the field, what you think ought
to be present before you would notify the FBI or what need not be
present before you notify the FBI.

Investigator RuFrFINo. The point I am trying to make, Mr. Chair-
man, is that I have already met with the FBI in the area in our
county, and we have a policy already set forth as to when we can
call them and when they are goi.:: to call us. We are not going to
wait for something to happen. Thi. policy has already been set.

If I have any feelings in my mind, gut feeling or no matter what
it is, I can call the agent in charge of that office, and he will lend
support, and I have used them, and they were there in a matter of
an hour. I know it can be done.

Senator SPECTER. Let the record show that we have been joined
by the distinguished Senator from Alabama, Senator Denton, and
we would be pleased to have your participation with questions at
this time, Senator.

Senator DENTON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I would defer and listen further to your questions for a few min-
utes, if I may.

Senator SPECTER. What additional suggestions would you have,
Mr. Ruffino, as to ways that the Federal Government could be

“helpful in structuring a national response to be of assistance to law
enforcement in locating missing children.

Investigator RuFFINO. I receive thousands of letters and tele-
phone calls each year in our small department back north or up
north. I know that the Missing Children’s Assistance Act, with the
services that will be available to parents and police, that if I am
getting them, they will be going to them.

The resource center would be of great value for those searching
people who are looking for their sometimes never ending question
of “what happened to my child,” and I might add, Senator, that on
behalf of myself and behalf of our sheriff's department and behalf,
certainly, of the thousands of people who do not know where their
children are, I turn to you, the leaders of this country, and ask
that without too much delay we institute this piece of legislation
because without it, the Missing Children’s Act would be like treat-
ing major surgery with Band-Aids.

Senator SpecTER. Thank you very much.

Is there anything you would care to add, Mr. Revell?

Mr. REvVELL. Senator, I think you will recall that the last time I
testified to the figure of 50,000 missing children and so forth. We
do not have a very definitive data on that, and perhaps the Senator
might be able to come up with better data, but what we do have is
the NCIC missing persons’ file, and I gave you the total number of
entries and deletions and so forth, but it might be interesting to
look at what do we have in the file as active records on a given
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day, because that might give us some indication of the magnitude
of the problem.

So I had a survey done on that on February 1, 1984, some 3
weeks ago, we had an active file in the missing persons, 3,349 dis-
abled individuals, 1,999 endangered individuals, 2,598 involuntrry,
and these are the ones that there is indication by the police agen-
ci_tis of either abduction or some foul play involved, and 20,583 juve-
niles.

Now, some of the disabled——

Senator SpecTER. What is the figure on juveniles, again?

Mr. RevELL. 20,583.

Now, some of the other categories, the disability, the endangered
or the involuntary may also be juveniles, but the basis for the
entry of the 20,583 is that they are below the age of majority and
are missing.

So it indicates that there is in excess of sorae 28,000 listed in the
NCIC file as of that date as missing, and the vast majority of them
are children.

One of the things that we have been looking at to possibly im-
prove our ability to enter these cases on a more expeditious basis is
to use the system to give us notice. At the present time, we only
get notice if the police or the parents come to us. Even though the
NCIC is an FBI system, it only responds to the agency that is put-
ting information in thc system or that is retrieving information,
and it is possible that we can get data from the entries and thereaf-
ter notify our field offices to contact the State or local agency
making the entry, and if there are indications that would indicate
an abduction or a Federal crime has been committed, that we can
institute at least a preliminary inquiry at that point.

We have proposed such a policy to the Department, and it is
under review, and we are going to actively pursue that. So on this
area certainly the involuntary 20,598, we would have a lead-in to
get us involved in those cases, whether or not the police came ' ) us
or the parents came to us at the very outset.

Senator SPECTER. Anything you care to add, Mr. Ruffino?

Investigator RurrFINO. Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out
about the fingerprinting process, things should be said on behalf of
that. Back in 1981, while at Louisville, it was proposed to me that
fingerprinting and photographing and updating dental charts of
the family were very essential in this issue.

I might add that since the fingerprinting, we have fingerprinted
well over a million children throughout the country. There are
people cashing in on parents’ fears, offering fingerprint cards for
$4.95 to $15.00. Through the FBI——

Senator SpecTer. How is that business going?

Investigator RurFINo. I think it would be going very well.

Senator SPECTER. Is it going very well?

Investigator RurFiNoO. Yes.

Senator SpECTER. Are there a lot of people taking that?

Investigator RurFiNo. Yes, I believe they are.

I must point out here that the fingerprints must be taken by a
professional because they must be rolled. If the child is missing,
the fingerprints can be classitied and entered into the FBI's NCIC
system. If they are not rolled, we will not be able to do that.
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The State of New Jersey has instituted a missing persons bureau
at the State level. It will be started shortly. It's basically run the
same way the national center will be here in Washington, with a
backup task force to assist those agencies that do not have the
manpower to do it.

Community education is definitely needed in this area, PTA
groups, parents. Parents sometimes always feel that this cannot
happen to me. Well, it happens hundreds of thousands of times a
year, and we have to emphasize the fact to these parents in groups
that it can, in fact, happen to them.

I have submitted a prevention plan to the committee for review,
and they are certainly free to use it in any way that they wish.

The new system, like I said before, this Missing Children’s Assist-
ance Act, could be of great help, and I cannot see any down sides to
this, and I cannot see anybody that would be against it. I do not
kncw what the delay is.

Senator SpecTeR. Thank you, Mr. Ruffino.

Senator Denton.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. JEREMIAH DENTON A U.S.
SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF ALABAMA

Senator DENTON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Today we again confront the tragic problem of missing children
which is neither a new problem nor one that is easily solved. I am
pleased that the Subcommittee on Juvenile Justice is conducting
hearings on the Missing Children’s Assistance Act of 1983. These
hearings will enable all of us t~ gain a better understanding of this
most difficult problem which a.fects thousands of American fami-
lies each year. ] commend the distinguished chairman, Senator
Specter, for his concern about missing children and for his efforts
to protect America’s young people.

I appreciate the testimony of those who appeared at the hearing
on missing children, held 2 weeks ago. Gloria Yerkowvich, whose
daughter has been missing since 1974 was one of the witnesses. In
response to this personal tragedy, she formed an organization
known as Child Find located in New Paltz, NY. I applaud Mrs,
Yerkovich for her dedication to solving this tragic problem. I would
also like to commend Mitch McConnell another witness at the last
hearing. As the chairman of a statewide task force on the problem
of missing children, he has been effective with respect to enhancing
the protection of young people in the State of Kentucky. I also
greatly appreciate the testimony of Jean Humphrey and Emily
Hynson who described their personal experiences with the horrible
tragedy of child abduction. I know that it was painful for them to
relive these events but I believe that their contribution to the un-
derstanding of this problem was extremely useful.

Mr. Chairman, I am deeply concerned about the plight of the
thousands of young people who disappear from their homes each
year. I worry about those who are abducted, those who are thrown
out, and those who runaway. I believe the disappearance of these
children is one of life's most terrifying events. Usually the term
“missing child” implies that a child has been kidnaped, however, it
is my belief that this term should include those children who roam
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the streets; the runaways and castaways. These children often lead
similar lifestyles and face similar circumstances to those who have
been abducted.

Experts say that the Nation’s runaway problem has gotten in-
creasingly worse in recent years that it has become something of a
phenomenon. I firmly believe that the breakdown of the American
family contributes significantly to the increase in this problem.
Running away from home is one of the ways our children tell us
that life for them has become unbearable. According to Dotson
Rader a writer for “Parade” 11agazine, and one who has inter-
viewed many runaway children, approximately 35 percent of run-
aways leave home because of incest, 53 percent because of physical
neglect, and the rest are abandoned by their parents. Mr. Rader
calls the Nation’s runaways “the most abused and neglected seg-
ment of our population.”

The Department of Health and Human Services’ studies show
that up to 1 million children in the United States leave home each
year and join the rootless, troubled group known as runaway chil-
dren. The majority of those children find life on the road terrifying
and difficult. With no place to sleep, no security, and nothing to
eat, these children soon after leaving home often turn to prostitu-
tion and theft as a means of survival. What concerns me most, is
that the.-e children are unprotected and perceived as fair game by
human vermin which prey upon them. As a result many do not
live on the streets long. They suffer from malnutrition, drug relat-
ed disorders, sexual dysfunction, and disease, and those who do sur-
vive are often ur.able to function as normal adults. _

1 fear for the lives of those children who have been abducted,
abandoned or who have runaway from their hcmes. The 1982 Miss-
ing Children Act, sponsored by my distinguished colleague, Sena-
tor Hawkins, and which I consponsored indicates the increasingly
serious and sad fact that those children are being used by adults
for prostitution, pronography, and/or personal sexnal use.

I believe it is extremely important to have national debates on
this important issue and I feel it is crucial that immediate steps be
taken to confront this problem and to protect these children from
abuse. Mr. Chairman, [ ask that an article by Michael H. Margol
entitled “Styles of Service For Runaways”, appear in the record fol-
lowing my statement. This article ev~mines various services avail-
able and describes the groups delive: s those services.

It is inspiring to know that there ‘.ce many such programs being
developed across the country. There are a number of organizations
'such as Child Find whose sole purpose is to track down missing
children and return them safely to their homes. There are also
about 350 runaway shelters nationwide that provide frod, housing,
counseling, job training and other services to youth roaming the
streets. One such shelter is 13th Place, located in Gadsden, AL. I
would like to commend Danny Brown, the executive director of
135th place, and his staff, for their dedication to helping runaway
children and their families. This shelter does more than simply
provide food and housing to runaway youth. The staff also at-
tempts to deal with crisis situations and endeavors to bring the
children into a stable environment. 13th Place in Gadsden, AL, and
Covenant house in New York City are just two of the many shel-
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ters that help our runaway youth. Although there are other shel-
ters, more are needed. What we need to do is to encourage commu-
nities to take more responsibility for this problem. Government
dollars alone will not resolve it. There is an immense amount of
potential within the private sector. We need to fully exploit this
segment and utilize the resources of this particular segment of our
society. Crimes against our Nation’s young people can be reduced
by effectively addressing the problems of youth in the community
and by increasing community awareness. I believe that in most
cases by taking an approach that involves the family we can
strengthen the family unit. We can coordinate and utilize local re-
sources with a view toward instructing our youth with respect to
succeeding in the community. This, I believe would greatly reduce
the chances of a young person becoming a victim of crime. I chal-
lenge all the concerned citizens of our country to begin to plan and
coordinate programs for the prevention and suppression of crimes
against America’s most precious resource; our children.

Mr. Chairman, again I commend you for your introduction of the
bill and for conducting these hearings. I look forward to reviewing
the testimony and learning of effective means by which missing
children are safely returned to their homes.

I believe it is crucial that immediate steps be taken to confront
this problem and to protect these children from abuse. Mr. Chair-
man, I ask that an article by Michael H. Markle entitled “Styles of
Service for Runaways” appear in the record following my state-
ment. This article examines various services available and de-
scribes the groups delivering those services.

I would like to mention a few in my own State for obvious pur-
poses.

Senator SpecTer. Without objection.

[The material referred to appears as follows:}
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PROGRAM DEVELOPIMENTS

"Styles of Service for Runaways

MICHAFEFL 1L MARGOLIN

D
The approaches to social service for runaway
youths are mary and varied, in an attemmpt to meet
the different necds of the varied types of minors
requiring such help. This article cxamines crrrent
styies of scrvices and the groups delivering them,

Michael, age 15, walks into Family Service, He Las been living on
the s*reets and with friends for weeks. e does and he doesn't want
to go hoine. His maothet, divoreed, is hostile when the worker calls
her. She has put up with this youngster's aggressiveness long enongh
and wants him home and docile. She calls the police and refuses
permission for the worker to connsel her son. This yeuth is a
throwaway, one forced out of the Eoine because of family tension and
presaure,

Lisa, 15, floats in and out of the rap line and drop-in center. She is
“trupnt” from a stepfother's home. She lives in crash pads, rans with
the vap-line ids, gets temporary jobs and manages a fairly reason-
able existence with susrepate parenting by coneemed teens, Finally,
with the support of a social worker and her probation officer, the
judge declares hier wn emancipated minor.,

John, 14, ditpleaces his father, His grades at the private institu-
tional schooi facility he attends are low, When lie is home on leave,
he and his father argue and his father drops him on the steps of
Juvenile Conrt. He ends up sleeping in the hall of a drop-in center
and the social worker gets involved with him. After hours of discus-
sion and a phone call to un ambivalent uncle, the uncle agrees to take

Michael 1. Murgaling M.SAV, ACSW, is Executriee Director, Travelers Aid
Socicty of Detrait, This paper was presented at the CWILA Central Re-

gional Conference at Detront, 1975, f\ /
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John in and negotiate with the father, his brother. John is a Person in
Need of Supervision (PINS).

Mike, 15, is a trial to his parents, The oidest of six children, he is
charning, Lright, talented and a con man. He uses diugs as a life
style, lies casily and gracefully and indermines every effort of his
realistic and committed parents, social worker and probation officer.
Finally, he runs away, to everyone's relief and his own. Mike is a
stayaway.

There are many types of youngsters loasely clasgificd as tunaways,
cach with diffe -t needs, problems and potential solutions for their
problems. Unfortunately, the tevm “rimaway”™ by which we stig-
matize these youngsiers causes us to think and act stercotypically.

The vord “runaway” denotes negative social attitudes: Running
away from somcthing usually meaus cowardice or a kind of sullen
rejection. Many concerned people have tried to convert this negative
attitude into a positive by tuming the tables. They say that tunaways
have the courage to leave a had situation, are making a healthy,
aggressive 1esponsc to that bad situation. Nonctheless, rinaways and
runaway services are the targets of hostility, criticism and negative
reinforcement.

Progress is heing made, however: We aré developing more, useful
cervices Tor runawavs, and more helping persons of all kinds are
tihing the pledge to evaluate the minaways’ needs and develop ap-
Progniate services. Justas there are many kinds of ranaways-—-PINS,
cayawavs, unemancipaced minors, throwawiys--so there are many
styles of seivices., '

The Hewt of the Matter

Just as runaways compose a diverse group with very diffcrent
needs, so the systematic overview of ranaway services presented
here contains diverse approaches, Each approach has soime unique
elements: the composition (who does i), the mandate (how it is
anthorized to wet), the geography (where it functions), the goals (why
it is being done) and the constrainis (what thicatens continuance).

The accompanying flow chart identifies the styles. There are two
reasons for this approach, The first is to have knowledge of the range
of styles necessary to meet the service needs of nunawais. A healthy
system needs diverse elements competing to serve needs; this keeps
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stardards high, (The negative results when a system is co-opted are
apparent in the welfae mess. Sinee there is no seal competition to
serve those in cconomic need, the vittual sole supplier incets only
the lowest commmon denaminator of need, resulting in inefficiency,
brutalization of the consumer and need-hustration.) Consequenciy,
j,:')'n the system under discussion cach style needs support and rup-
laporters,
B Sccond, by evaluating cach style, interventionr within each style
;}.«md coordination attempts throughout the systen of styles can be
made more meaningful, Strengths can be wobilized and weaknesses
“pavoided or changed. Therefore, cach reader inay adopt a plan of
CJaction or a choice of strategy to affect the giving of service to run-
““aways as well as the service givers, '
The analysis presented here is not all-inclusive: Some styles have
wad been submerged and some representative organizations or agencies
are identificd by name while others, equally important, are not. This
is arbitrary but not meant to be discriminatory. Nor is each style
exhaustively analyzed; that is heyond the scope of this paper. The
intent hiere is to provide a general introduction to the subject.

Entreprencur Style

Eaunsles: Minister, "foster parent,” volunteer.

Geography: Neighbothood community.

Manddate: Veluntuy, ethical,

Goals: Go to bat for a runanay Nid; give shelter; try to solve “the
problem.”

Counstraints: Jepal, lack of 1esounrcees.

The most familiar entieprencur is the adult in the community,
usually a parent of teenage childien, who is identified by youngsters
as “casy to talk to.” This entreprencus usnally finds a son's or daugh-
ter’s friend on the doorstep after a fight with his or her parents and
takes the voungster in for a brief stay, Also in this category is the
minister who has an avid youth following and is usnally available to
youngsters atall hours, This entieprencurusually houses a young-
ster, then talks the puients into a refaral toa social agency.

All entieprencms tend to shine a conmimon identification with so-
cial precepts such as “chanty begins at home™ and “help thy
neighbor.” They tend to act out of ainformed moral sense. Their
activities 1y he precedents forthe Committee Style,
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Committee Style

Examples: Allies-in-the-cause, schiool social worler, business per-
son, 1eligious leader, psychologist, honsewife.

Geagraphy: Large neighborhood or community, or an incorporated
entity, city, county, suburb.

Mandate: Volutary, quasi-legal/legal.

Gouls: Clearingliouse  -Who needs what? Bring resourcees to bear,

Constiaints: Adverse social pressures, Lick of resources.

This style, typificd by the Oakliud County Yonth Assistance Pro-
i, a precomt prevention program serving youth at the first sign of
trouble and preventing legal involvement, may oce.. informally at
the outset. However, the nature of its formation and organization
tends to provoke search for legitimation, Eventually, it aligns itself
with an _official body such as a fund-raising or planning body, a
chuich or a juvenile court.

Thiough a combination of anm-twisting and social pressures, the
Comnmittee Style goes to work to obtain community 1esourees for its
“dientele” The committee may approach an ageney in the commus
nity, for indance, and “demand” mmore service for nnaways,

One of the strevaths of the Conmittee Style, an amalgam of pay-
teipants from different Lackgronnds and disciplines, may also be a
weeknesssa base not Lioad cnough to he sceen as representing the
connnunity, Fuither, one of the pitfalls in this style is that a member
of the contmittee may use it for personal gain. an attorney looking
for cases, for eanmple,

A pre-Committee Style con be seen in the informed network of
refermals among agencies and mganizations Often one worker will
tell amother to skip the intake route when referning a youngster and
“eall” Jones directly-="he'l) cut through the red tape.” These refer-
ral wangements are usually 1eciproeal ind, if mobilized into an
entity, wonld he a Committee Style, inade up of Entreprencuns.

Agency Style

Examples: Social sciviee agdney, erisis and Lot lines, free clinies,
professionals and nc aprofessionals,

Geographe: City, connty, neighborheod.,

Mandate: Expressed social coneems, licensing, political suppot,
voluntary.
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Goals: Respond to commumity problems, fulfill legal obligation,
help individual cases. .

Constraints: Public opinion, threat of loss of funding, goal dis-
placements.

Since there is a wealth of literature available on the nature and
function of the Ageney Style, this is not pursued here to any great
degree. However, {a vepasd to runaways, one point should be made.

Goal displacement oiten occurs in agency operations, means be-
coming ends. A connscling agencey, for instance, sces counseling as
the service rather than the vehicle for service, or the means to
achicve solutions. Connseling to runaways and their families be-
comes the goal rather than one process by which the canses for
running away or the conditions producing runaways are dealt with
by the agency. This subverts the broader goals of programs to meet
runaways’ needs or influence social attitudes about rinking away.
Client statistics are cited then, rather than social chunges being
achicved. '

Legal Style
.

Faxianples: Juvenile court. police departinents, vouth bureaus,
legicdative hadies, Hicensing o cavies.

Geography: Uhiguitous.

Mandate: Legal, political, community sanction, periodic
reinforcement- -clections

Coals: Prevent crime, preserve institutions, protect citizens, pro-
vide models of conduet and guidelines for behavior and -etention
facilities, set standands.

Constraints: Consumer fear and hostility, cynicism, goal displace-
ment, lack of resources.

Al of the Legal Styles are Lised to one degree or another on legal
canctions. 7 atis a great strength but also a weakness, since laws are
relatively infi ahle aed exacting. Although great power can be nsed
for the greatest good by the Legal Style, by and large abuses and
Failme are e o prevalent. Curnient controversy, for instance, con-
cerns juvenile tunaways as status offenders, alegal status that, while
elatively neutral, eapases the mnaway Lo institutionalization with
juveniles who have conmitted serions oflenses such as robbery, or
even murder, '
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The constraints in the Legal Style, some from within, some fiom
without, are particularly relevant, Goal displacemment here is scen as
upholding the law rather than using the law to achieve good: run-
aways arc incarcerated rather than protected, or they are adjudicated
rather than enlightened. The Legal Style tends to be rigid and
stereotypie, since laws are essentially monolithie. One constraint
often cited by Legal Styles is “lack of resources,” often a paper tiger
to avoid blame or criticisim, Police youth departments, for instance,
say they cinnot cffectively deal with runaways because they lack
funds to hire staff. This may mean they canrot change their Legal
Style from enforcement to another mode.

From without, constraints are particularly important, Consumer
fear and hostility because of bad experiences and public cynicism
about the end results prevent many from using the Legal Style. The
repeater runaway who rans from home, then ends up running from
1epresentatives of the Legal Style, is labeled delinquent, another
form of goal displacemgnt by which consuiners who object to the
style of serviee are labeled deviant,

There are usually entreprencurs in the Legal Style who are in liot
water for “bucking the system.” They usnally have divided loyal-
ties and will “bend” policies or procedures to fit individuals, ‘They
are usually repressed or disciplined, since the Legal Style generally
enforces its mandate on behalf of those inside and outside of the
system. However, entreprencars may also serve to keep a balance in
the Legal Style and may even provoke change.

Purist Style

Examples: Runaway houses, “attention homes” vs. detention
homes, connunal version of foster homes,

Geography: Ad hoe, scattered.

Mandate: Demonstrationfunding, legal or legislated, ideological,

Goals: Safe, therapeutie place for runaways, healing or curative
services to mimaways and fiunilies, legitimation of nmning away, ad-
vocacy on runaway problem, promation of alternate life styles,

Constraints: Harassment, adversive social pressures, lack of re-
sources.

This style cannot be described with great acenraey sinee it is new
and still forming. In fact, the commmal foster home or “attention
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home' {a phrase coined by Milton Rector in the article “PINS Cases:

An Awcriean Scandal”) [2:4) is an idea whose tilne is coming just as
“rminaway houses” have come into being in the last 10 years or so.

The ceaaunnal foster bome, an idea fostered by Petroit Transit
Alternative and the Sinctuary, two runaway houses in Michigan,
wauld be wan alterative to foster care for tunaways who could not
st home or who wonld not benefit from a traditional placement.
This Purist Style would involve a small home of five to seven per-
sons, livine together aud nimning the home collectively by participat-
ing in ai ¢ecision making and tasks. Runaways might leave a “run-
away hinose” and 1o into an “attention liome." Parcntal, court or
state financial support wonld defray expenses. A runaway might
stay for moaths or longer until ready for full independence,

The Purist Style has some wnique c¢lements. In some mnaway
shielters the communal or collective style of decision making is
cmployed, lcading to a inore horizontal, less hicrarchical internal or-
penzation There may bea greater representation of the cousumerin
policy and decision inaking and indeed, stafl inay be former recent
runaways themselves.

At this point, the Purist Style has no real base for continnance.
Most are Gnancially insccure or are fun'ded as demonstrations.
Comnmunity support is still wavering, thongh strengthening. One
sticking peint is the legitimation of munming away, since this runs
counter to inuch public opinion, and public opinion will have to
change before public support is guarantecd.

Complex Style

Fxumples: State social services, federal agencies such as Health,
Education and Welfare; Law Enforrement Acts Administration,

Geography: Ubiquitous., '

Mandate: Legal, political, financial.

Goals: Preventing “crime,” strengthening of institutions, promot-
ing social peace and hannony, fulfilling expressed sacial concerns,
reinforcing sunctions, avoiding negative publicity,

Constraints: Burcancracy, patronage, disalfiliation from consumer.

Constraints hiere assume a great role and can significant]ly lessen
the positive iinpact on the consumer. The disaffiliation from the con-
auner, for instance, is cansed by the distance between the consumer

115 3jgajivh Y400 1238




EE

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

. Morgolln / Service for Runaways . 213

..J

C

and the initiator: The Law Enforcement Acts Administration (LEAA)
acts in “chambers” in Washington, passes on its control to the states,
which in turn set up a mechanism for identifying, then recruiting
communities, then serving the consirmer. By then, several thousand
more youngsters have run away,

Nonctheless, two recent developments may effectively contravene
the proceis: New LEAA guidelines require an advisory board at the
state level to consult on the use of funds. If these board positions are
filled by consumers or consumer surrogates, the gap may be nar-
rowed. Further, the concept of purchase of service, or contracting,
whereby a state agency buys service 1ather than co- opting the funds
to develop the service itself, can result in community-based groups’
being contracted. Their identification and affiliation with the con-
sumer imight mitigate the tendency of the Complex Style to reduce
everything to a highly uniform, duplicatable format. These trends are
developing, but cannot yet be seen as standard operating proceciure.

Advocacy Style

Examples: National Counceil on Crime and Delinguency, National
Association of Social Workers, Michigan League for Human Ser-
vices, National Youth Alternatives Project.

Geography: National, regional.

Mandate: Licensed, cmpo“cud, constitnent-sanctioned, demon-
strated expertise.

Goals: Study social issues and arrive at recommendations, issue
statements, cflectively demonstrate needs, bring about refonn.

Construints: Social apathy, lack of popular support, inadequate
public relations,

Althongh social apathy and lack of popular support can constrain
the Advocacy Style from achieving success, this can be avoided by a
determined and able entrepreneur heading up the organization.
Ralph Nader (Nader’s Raiders), Martin Luther King, John Gardner
(Common Cause) are examples,

Currently, Milton Rector, president of the National Council on
Crime and Delinquency, is spearheading the campaign for run-
aways. Whicther other organizations such as the National Youth Al-
ternatives Project will emerge as successful examples of the A dvo-
cacy Style is uncerain.

QR g

-~4

116




JI8RIIAVA YG0) Te38

214 ClILD WELFARE / Volume LV Number 3 March 1976

Tn addition, Senator Birch Bayh has been aligning himself with
several organizations that are potential change agents: The National
Association for Mental Health and the American Psychiatric Associa-
tion [1).

One obvious drawhback to the Advocacy Style is the need for a
dramatic issue: The slaughters in Houston in 1873 lent impetus to
the runaway “cause.” But the possibility of encroaching social
apathy (such as occurred with the National Welfare Rights Organiza-
tion) must be countered with eternal vigilance and strong public
relations. '

Asalast word, I set offan carly waming signal. Again, I emphasize
that the competitions inherent in the system are basically healthy,
especially when they lead to cooperation among the compelitors.
The dangeris in takeover or co-optation, due 1 alack of competition.
For instance, ore stylg may capture more of the financial resovices
and buy the others out with legal support. One example of this is our
methadone programs, funded by the federal government with exclu-
sive rights to methadone treatment, which have made consumers
virtual political prisoners.

Another danger is when apathy strikes and styles of service leave
the arena too early, hefore they have been tested. -+ is also called

pre-apathy and is known to affect social agencies . rofessionals
who declare they have no expertise and refuse - pete for the
consumer,

The third danger is the “Eapert Relevance Sy.. aome.” One style
is promoted, publicized, lionized and becoines so popularized that it
is invested with magic qualities, out of proportion to its capacities.
Other styles then fold their tents and steal away, leaving the mythic
style to do the work of many (and fail).

We must be alert to these symptoms and deal with them. This
means individual action, commitment and follow-throngh along the
entive range of styles. If not, runaways will hecome political prison-
ers of a tyrannical style, and subject to its abuses. Better, perhaps, to
go unserved.
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Senator Spectir. Thank you very much, Senator Denton. I think
we can work together. We have worked collaboratively on this sub-
committee, and I commend you for your leadership, your leader-
ship in the Family Caucus. We worked jointly in the Family
Caucus and Children’s Caucus, and we shall work together.

I would like now to call on our final witness, Ms. Linda Otto, pro-
ducer with Alan Landsburg Productions.

Ms. Otto, unfortunately, we are under some time constraints
where we have to conclude by noon.

STATEMENT OF LINDA OTTO, PRODUCER, ALAN LANSBURG
PRODUCTIONS

Ms. Orro. Mr. Chairman, I will do my best, but I did travel sev-
eral thousand miles to be here. So I hope you can give me an extra
5 or 10 minutes so that I can conclude.

Senator SPECTER. You may proceed.

Mze. Orro. Thank you.

In the interest of time, I will skip right to the point. I am here
today to support this bill because without it, we will never be able
to confront the many dimensions and problems of missing and ex-
ploited children.

I would like to address one or two points in the proposed legisla-
tion: that the definitic® of ‘“‘missing”’ be amended to include all
children under the = . of 18. Even though the circumstances sur-
rounding the disappearance of some of these older children may
not clearly show evidence of foul play, we are finding more and
more that they were victims of foul play, and I believe that a {3-
year-old has as much right to help as a 14-year-old.

That the 5-person board perhaps be expanded to 10, since the
whole missing child issue is so fragmented. I think 10 people would
be better.

I make these recommendations in the aftermath of the specific
experience I had after the television broadcast of ‘“Adam,” which
would but for its last 2 minutes have been just another movie. But
because NBC, who played a very special role, allowed me to run a
n.issing child rollcall at the end of the movie and an 800 number,
unprecedented, no network had ever before allowed a movie to
enter into reality this way, and 1 would like to say for the rezord
that this decision was made by Grant Tinker, chairman of the
board and chief executive officer of NBC, who believed that it we
would find just one child that it would be worth any problem NJC
might have encountered because its change in policy.

Senator SprCTER. Ms. Otto, your work on “Adam’ and the coop-
eration of NBC and Mr. Tinker, as you have identified it, and the
remarkable results of displaying the photos of some 55 children
and locating 13 and 2 more, so that 15 children were located, |
think is very likely the most productive 2 minutes of television
ever.

] Ms. Orro. Thank you. I would like to tell you what else we are
oing.

Senator SpecTER. And it goes in some very heavy competition.

Ms. Orro. Thank you.

119




1156

I was at Child Find the night “Adam” aired, and when the mjss-
ing rollcall finished and Child Find’s 800 number filled the screen,
we sat there thinking, did anybody watch? Will anybody call? We
were oppisite Monday Night's Football and Willie Nelson, which is
not. too easy when you have a movie about a missing child.

Then, 1 s2cond after the 800 number left the screen, it was as if
the director said, “Cue the telephones” 'because every phone lit up
at once.

Senator SPECTER. How many phones were there?

Ms. Orro. Ten, ten or tweive. There were over 1,000 identifica-
tions on 55 missing childven. There were approximately 150 phone
calls per hour for 72 hours, and I would, if I can——this of course is
the nightmare, producing. Movies are easy to seil, produce and
watch on television, but Giod forbid you have to screen one. With
the time problem, I would like to show you the dramatic result of
that rollcall.

Senator SPECTER. Please do. Shall we dim the house lights?

Ms. Orro. That would b wonderful.

{ Whereupon, the videotape referred to was shown.]

Ms. Orro. This rollcall was seen by approximately 50 million
people. What we had to take the telephone calls for those 56 mil-
lion people were 10 peovle. How many hundreds or thousands of
calls did we miss? How many other children could have been found
if only we had had more telephones?

It is unfortunate that we do not have those telephones now be-
cause NBC in another unprecedenied move has given us a second
run of “Adam” this April. April 30, 1984, “Adam” will run again
and we will get a chance to do a new missing rollcall for move
missing children.

Rut even that is not enough.

Senator Specrer. How many lines will be available on the 800
number?

Ms. Or1o. T would say, Mr. Chairman, the same 10 lines and the
saine 10 volunteers,

Senator Sprerer. Well, perhaps we could be of some assistance to
you. Maybe there would be a way to find additional lines.

Ms. Orro. 1 think it wouid make a huge di{ference. In fact, I
know it would make a huge difference, and it is not just for
“Adam” that we need these additional telephones.

Thanks again to NBC and particularly to Steve Antonetti, news
director for KNB® in Los Angeles, NBC in its five owned-and-oper-
ated stations, which are Los Angeles, New York, Chicago, Cleve-
lond, and Washington, DC, has added a 5 o'clock news feature to
the & o'clock news on Monday, and it is a feature about a missing
child which comes from a different city every week. The stations
run them sirmultaneounsly, and they cover approximately 22 percent
of the U.8. population

11 can indulge you just one more time, this is the {irst, | hope--
this is one of the first six stories. This will be one o the tirst six
stories,

 Whereupon, the videotape referred to was shown ]

Ms. O110. T am just going to cut into this in the interest of timne
because I have a few more things to say.
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Local law enforcement still waits 24 to 72 hours before institut-
ing a search nationwide. Local law enforcement, with the excep-
tion, of course, of Mr. Ruffino and 1 or 2 other members of local
law enforcement, still arbitrarily label children over 12 as run-
aways so they do not have to go out to look for them.

The FBI never becomes involved, not in my experience and not
any more since the Missing Children Act. I would be glad to talk to
you about that with my specific experience if that is of interest to
you.

But what I came here to say today really is that we need to focus
national attention on this problem, and because of my standing in
the television community and because of the success of “Adam,” I
have the ability to generate high visibility for missing children.
But what happens when a missing child is found?

We are going to show you at the end what happened with
Jeremy Long. Jeremy Long was found as a direct result of this
missing child report. It took every staff and volunteer that Find
the Children had. We called 5 or 10 more people nationwide just to
reunite 1 woman and 1 child. We got no help from local police. We
got no help from the local probation department. We got no help
from anybody, and Mrs. Long could not afford the plane fare from
Los Angeles to San Jose where Jeremy was placed in a foster care
home because there was nowhere else to put him, and she could
not get to him.

So Find the Children paid her expenses, but we can no longer do
this alone. Without the passage of this bill, there is no way for us
to bring home the Jeremy Longs unless I do it once a month by
myself, and that just will not do. It is like putting a Band-Aid on
somebody who has open heart surgery.

There are hundreds of thousands of children out there, and there
are 5 to 10 organizations like myself trying to cope with this, and
this cannot go on.

As more and more national attention is focused on missing chil-
dren, hopefully as a result of this bill and your long and good work,
which I would have thanked you for in the beginning, but I was in
a rush, we expect that the private sector will join in, and I hope
and I assume that you will encourage such participation.

On a small but wonderful scale, we are already seeing it happen.
It is being effected by the large, but gentle hands of Kikkie Van-
derway, star forward for the NBA's Denver Huggets. On February
17 in Los Angeles, last Friday night, Brook Shoes, Kikkie Vander-
way’s sponsor, paid $100 for every point that Kikkie Vanderway
scored to find the children. It was more than enough to bring home -
Jeremy Long.

NBC is committed to continuing these missing child reports, but
we want Lo bring home 1 million Jeremy Longs, and we should be
able to bring home 1 million Jeremy Longs, and hopefully we will
be ready to show you what that looks like when a child and a
parent is reunited.

Senator SpeEcTER. What more involved of the private sector would
you like to see, Ms. Otto?

Ms. Orro. Well, 1 would like for the community relations and
public service departinents of big corporations to become involved
financially in helping support not particularly my organization,
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Find the Children, because I think I am equipped to raise funds by
myself, but the Child Finds and the Missing Children Help Centers
and Ms, Peterson, the people all over the country. These organiza-
tions, with the exception of mine, have been started by grief-strick-
en, bereaved, frightened, desperate parents.

Senator SPECTER. Ms. Otto, what more can this subcommittee or
the Judiciary Committee or the Congress do?

Ms. Orro. Well, I am very concerned that the provisions in this
bill that pertain to missing children be given crucial attention. I
know that this is attached to another bill, which I cannot address
myself to, because I do not know enougk about it. I am only con-
cerned that there be a national center, that there be a national 800
number, and that there pe funds for Ms. Peterson, for Child Find,
for Missing Children’s Help Center, for all of the organizations that
will not survive unless they get this help, and for all of the hun-
dreds of thousands of children who will never be seen again unless
they can do their work.

Senator SPECTER. Ms. Otto, we very much appreciate your being
here. You have had more than the time you requested, but if you
need a little more, proceed.

Ms. Orro. Well, I would like to show you one happy ending since
this is such an unhappy, heart-rending subject, and since I am feel-
ing the pain of Ms. Peterson and her family, that it might be good
to end on a happy note of one child who was found.

[Whereupon, the videotape referred to was shown.]

5 Ms. Ortro. This is when she found out that Jeremy was in San
ose.

Senator SPECTER. When was that “tomorrow morning,” Ms. Otto?

Ms. Orro. That was about 2 weeks ago, a little less than 2 weeks
ago. There is just a little bit more.

[Whereupon, the videotape referred to was shown.]

Ms. Orro. She had not seen Jeremy for 14 months.

That is it.

Senator SPECTER. That says it all. Thank you very much.

Ms. Orto. You are welcome.

[Whereupon, at 12:08 p.m., the subcommittee was adjourned, sub-
Ject to the call of the Chair.]

[The prepared statement of Ms. Otto and additional material
follow:]
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PRePARED STATEMENT OF Linpa OTT0

Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the opportunity to appear before this
subcommittee. I am here today in my capacity as President of

the Find The Children Foundation, an outgrowth of my work as
producer of the television movie “ADAM", I, along with many others
in the television and film community are deeply grateful to you

for your lonjy and continuing work on behalf of America's missing

and exploited children.

My involvement began 4 years ago when 1 started research on a
documentary about missing children. 1 learned that even the most
haphazardly gathered statistics indicated that as many as a million
and a half American children might be missiag. Very little public
attention was being given to the problem and no federal government
agency was acting upon it. Local police arbitrarily labeled
children over 12 as runaways. Police policy often called for a
potentially disatrous 24 to 72 hour waiting period before they would
begin a search. The FBI almost never became involved. Trapped in
the wake of this inactivity were desperate parents and countless

missing children.

1 am here today to support S. 2014 because without it we will never
be able to confront the many dimensions and problems of missing and
exploited children in a meaningful way.

I would like to address three points in the proposed legislation

to which I hope you will give your consideration:

1. That the provisions for missing children be
considered independently of the Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention Act so that this
issue can at last stand on its own and receive
the support it so desperately needs.

2. That the definition of "MISSING" be ammended
to include all children under the age of 18
so that the 14, 15, 16, and 17 year olds
receive the same help as provided to the younger
children. Eve though the circumstances surrounding
the disappearance of some of these older children
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may not clearly show evidence of foul play, we

are finding more and more that many of them were
in fact so victimized. We can no longer afford

to give local law enforcement the convenience of
labeling children at risk as "runaways®, Surely
they deserve ti. same help at 14 as they did at 13.

3. rhat the S-person board be expanded to at least 1°.
There are so many different kinds of "missing children"
and the information is so fragmented that more
experience and background is needed on that bo- rd,
in my opinion, than can be found i. any 5 people,

I make these recommendations in the aftermath of the specific

experience I had following the TV broadcast of “ADAM" ,

For 94 of its 96 minutes, "ADAM" might have been jusﬁ another movie.
The tragic story of Adam Walsh's kidnapping and murder, its
devastating effect on John and Reve Walsh and their effort to

bring about passage of the Missing Children Act was the substance

of the film. The roles of Senator Paula Hawkins and Senate
Investigator Jay Howell were also portrayed indicating the start of
federal action toward solving the problem. But it was in the last

2 minutes that "ADAM" achieved its unique distinction, and in so
doing made clear the action that must be taken a&d cannot be
accomplished without passage of this bill. NBC allowed me to show
a roll call of missing children. After due consideration they
further consented to the use of an "800" number for viewers to

call. No network had ever before allowed a movie--an entertainment--
to move into reality this way, The decision was made by

Grant Tinker, Chairman of the Board and Chief Executive Officer of
NBC, who believed that if we found just one child that it would

be worth any problems NBC might encounter as a result of this

change of policy.

I was at Child Find in New Paltz, New York, the night "ApaM"
aired. When the missing child roll call ended, Child Find's
"R00" number filled the screen for 10 seconds...there was a

moment of silence while we all wondered if anyone would call,

and then suddenly every phone line 1lit up at once. There were
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approximately 150 calls per hour for 3 days. The phones didn't
stop after that but the number of calls began to decrease. There
were over 1000 identifications on 55 missing children. May I

show you that roll call and its very dramatic result (ROLL TAPE).
For the fifty million vieers who saw "ADAM", we provided 10

Child Find staff and volunteers to answer their calls. How many
hundreds or thousands of calls were missed? How many children
could have been found if there had been more phones? This bill

can give us those phones so that more children can be found. It

1s unfortunate that we don't have those phonas now because NBC

has scheduled a second airing of "ADAM" on April 30. This rerun
will give us the chance to do a new roll call of missing children

at the end of the movie--children who might otherwise never have

the chance of being found. But even that is not enough. The most
cffective way to find missing children is to get their pictures

on television on a reqular basis. We have begun, thanks to NBC

and particularly to Steve Antoniotti, News Director for KNBC in

Los Angeles, a weekly news feature that has been added to the Monday
5 o'clock news on the 5 NBC owned and operated stations located

in Los Angeles, New York, Chicago, Cleveland, and Washington, D.C.
The feature tells the story of a missing child, Each story lasts

2 to 3 minutes, gives the circumstances of the child's disppearance,
shows a picture of the child and uses the Child Find "800" number for
viewer participation in locating the child. The segments come from
a different city each week and are carried simultaneously on the

5 stations covering 22% of the U.S. population. As "n the "ADAM"
roll call, these children are victims of both stranger and parental
abductions. This is one of the first 6 stories already broadcast,
The stories are filmed based on research gathered by Find The Children
with the help of volunteer child locator agencies throughout the
country. There are redretably too few such organizations whose
dedicated work is carried on with unfortunately miniscule budgets.
They urgently need help and additional funds to continue their work.

NBC has made the missing children segments p»vailable to its almost
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200 affiliates. The response has been so strong that we believe
it will be only a matter of weeks until the majority of them will
be airing these segments on a regular basis. I would now like to
show you the result of the broadcast of the Jeremy Long missing

child story (ROLL TAPE).

Mr. Chairman, I have the ability, because of ny standing in the
television community and because of the success of "ADAM", to

generate high visibility for America's missing children. But there

is no existing systam to reunite these children with their searching
parents once they are found. It took Find The Children's entire staff
plus at least 10 other people who we called for help to reunite

Jeremy and his mother. There was no assistance from local police,

no assistance from the local juvenile probation department, and

Mrs. Leng could not afford the plane fare from Los Angeles to San
Jose where authorities had temporarily placed Jeremy in a foster home.
Find The Children paid all of Mrs. Long's expenses, a service which

we have provided to other parents, but Find The Children and other
organizations like us cannot do this alone. Hundreds of thousands

of children need our help and we cannot help them unless we have the
support we need. There must be a National Center to take over and
assist these children and their parents. There must be a national
"800" number for our millions of viewers to call if they can

ident:fy a missing child. what we are doing now is putting a

bandaid on a person who has just had open-heart surgery.

As more and more national attention is focused on missing and
exploited children as a result of this bill, we expect that the
private sector will be moved to join us, I hope that you will
encourage such participation, On a small but wonderful scale we
are already seeing it happen. It is being affected by the

large but gentle hands of Kiki Vandeweghe, star forward of the
Mational Basketball Association's Denver Nuggets and his sponsor

Brooks Shoes. On February 17 in Los Angeles Brooks donated $100
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té Find The Children for each peint Kiki scored. It was more than
enough to bring home Jeremy Long. Kiki and Brooks will do this
»;ain in Washington, D.C. and Las Veyas. NBC will continue to
broadcast the rﬁissing child reports and we will surely find more
children. But we want to bring home a million Jeremy Longs. Please

help us.
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Ryan Nicole
Burton
Abducted Sept. 8, 1981,

Brackenridge, Texas.
Still missing.

Joanna
Harriet Pierce

Abducted Dec. 20. 1974,

Lake Katrina, Ulster
County, Now York.
Still missing.

128

124

Rules Of Protection

Yeaoh youe child your phone number,
Inoluding the ares, code.

Have a sot of your ahild's {Ingevprints taken
by ths polios oF ceher [rofesslonals and kesp
them at henw. \

Keep up-to-date bhntographo of youe child on
hand

Make & muntsi note of what your ohild i
woaring overy day

Teach youat ghild hils or her full adaress,
inoluding atate

Ba sute your clild knows whas ' do should
you bacome separated from hitn of her.

Teaoh your ohild a paseword and to run away
calling for help from any stranger who
approaches tham without glving tha secret
codes word.

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

8.
7.

Toach your ohald thae not all aduita azv good
povpts

104)

(ot dontal recurds of your atild as sazly as
posaible, and kaep them up-1o-date. 1! you
move, ho sure t0 take & copy with you

9

10

Find
The
Children

Make sure your sohool phones you if yeut
chifd is absant.

A NOY PROFIT ORUANIZATION
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Before this hour is out 205 children

will
4,932 each day.

be reported missing.

1.8 million each year.*

Il'l 4 natlonal disgrace, a moral and sooisl erlsls.
¥or the children who survive the axperience—ana
msny do not—Ht Is often an unforgetitable nightmsre.

cm,.m-n A vahishung eysry day and thelr parenty
Are seATCRILG [ tham with virtnalty 1o asslstance
TR 1w L1 51y ghoaves; nynent adal.cy Aat up Lo help missing
childmanL e wnfor mannt Agrnetes. Roclal wellagu
afnnter and Juvenile AUt rt iy 1y nacassity inust
Pscathe probivin ut the Mol of thrie privey Lists
Thern are laseg organteations tryicy Lo help In tha
LBAChL hut their nfforte arw fras:rated by the
inagrtuda of tha problem and by tha fack of nirney
At of publie awamnegs

Tmu misning children are the concarn of Find The
Children, a non.profit toundailon whoae purposa is to
ralas funds (o be dlatributed 1o thoas regional gnd
natlons! organisations moat directly engaged in the
aaarch for the 1,8 milllon children reporied misaing
each year.

Wn have U bir e vetsn for the ohildrer: - ehtidran
Wheare The bawest Pewerity uf any national waane Trey

Aot vt They 4n nne Pay taxes. They have no rights.

T he objeciives of Pind The Ohilaren are as diverse
3 (he problem {iself, Thay Include:

4o piatributing 1ynds mised
by the foundation 1o other non-
Protit organizati nn The voard
of directors of M., The Chitdren
Wil carofully ravt sw aaoh droup
Prior to any monl.g beitig distriby -\d,

&, Promotion of graater Fuderal involvement and
State cooperation in recovering missing children

8, Coordinating whe produation of Publio service
anhou 8 for local, redlonal and national

non profit search organizations

4, Tobbying of natinnat and Jocal media to
breadeast and publish as & mgular forniat piotutes
and desoriptiona of missing chiltren

8. Establish s monetary reward gystern for .
Informatton leading tr tha arrest and conviction In
atranger-abducted canes.

“Hased s 1 stalstics e the
L8 Fepartment of Hoalth and Humaen Rarvices




Some of our children...

Adam
Etan Walsh

Patz Abducted July 27, 1981,
Disappeared May 85, 1979, Hollywood, Florida.
New York City. Found murdered August 10, 1981.

Still misaing.

e
David Holly Ann
Gosch Hughes

Disappeared Sept. &5, 1982, Disappeared July 18, 1381,

Dos Motnes, Iowa. Staten Island, New York.
Still migsing. 8till misging
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These children appeared on the role call at
the conclusion of the television movie

ADAM

% roadcast on NBC, October 10, 1983 9-11 pam. N.Y.T.

Il you think you have any inforination on the wheroubouts of any of these children, or
any other missing children, please call CHILD FIND, toll free {800) 431-5005 - in New
York {9141 255-1848. All colls will be kept confidential.

Special thonks ta NBC und Alon Landsburg Productions for moking publication of this poster possible.

Debrar Jean Cole
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LR Y VA

133 BEST COPY AVAILABLE




129

AMERICA'S MISSING CHILDREN

*Each year in this country 1.8 miilion children are reported missing.

Approximately 1 million of these children are runaways
or "throwaways."

At least one hundred thousand children are the victims
of parental kidnappings.

Twenty to fi1fty thousand children disappear each year
and their cases remain unsolved for at least a year.
Included in this group are the victims of stranger
abductions, murder and abuse victims, children taken
to be raised by unknown individuals and some runaways,

in the last week of July, 1983 in the State of Florida alone,
mere than threo hundred children were reported as missing.
At least twelve of these children were under the age of ten.

*Fach vear in this country at least 2500 children are the victims
of homicides.

*Zuch vear in this country at least three thousand individuals
ar2 buried unidentified 1n John or Jane Doe graves. Hundreds
oY these unfortunates are children.

*As of September 14, 1983 the City of Bostoun reported more than
2leven hundrad children as currently missing from that city alone.

The Missing Children Act established two national clearinghouses

of 1nformation. One computer bank stores the names, physical
chiracteristics, dates of birth, and circumstances of disappearance
for cases o! missing children. The Act allows parents to enter

the data concerning their child's disappearance into the computar
through the offices of the FBI if the local police fail to ¢ooperate
with the varents.,  The second clearinghouse collects and diseminates
data concerning the remains of unidentified deceased individuals.

This information 1s from the Office of Senator Paula Hawkins
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BOARD QF DIAECTOR OFVICRAS
motT Pl tent
An:

Find
The
Children

A

A NON - PROFIT ORGANIZATION

FIND THR CHILDREN

I N UM
PN TR S SN A
S orwn Hawdon

Helry Bitg.er
RULES OF PROTECTION
1. Teach your child your phone number, incluaing the area code.
2. Have a set of your child's fingerprints taken by the polfe or
other professionals and keep them at home.
3. Keep up-~to-date photographs of your child on hand.
4. Make a mental note of what your child is wearing every day.
5. Teach your child his or her full address, including state.
6. Be sure your child knows what to do should you become

seperated from him or her.

-~

Teach your child a password and to run away calling for help
from any stranger who approaches them without giving the
sncrat code word.

9. Teach your child that not all adults are good people.

9. Get dental records of your child as early as possible, and
keep them up-to-date. If you move, be sure to take a copy
with you.

10, Make sure your school phones you if your child :s absent.

California Office 11811 W Olympic Blvd., Los Angeles, CA 0064 * (213) 473.3993
New York Office: PO. Box 483, Pound Ridge, NY 18876 ¢ (B14) 7644048

*
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BOARD OF DIRECTOAS OFYICRAS
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Find
The
Children

ac e ¢
A NON PROFIT ORAGANIZATION

FIND YHR CHILDARN
AGVISORY BOARD

e

ABDUCTION SAFETY TEST

1. {Child) Do you know your phone number, including the area code?

2. {Adult) Do you have a set of your child's fingerpringg that
were taken by a professional and that are kept at home?

3. {Adult) Do you have a recent photograph of your child?

1. (Adult) Without taking your eyes off the screen, can you

completely describe the clothing your chill is
wearing right now?

w

(Child) Do you know your full address, iacludinc state?

6. (Child} Do you and your parents have a set plan should vou
ever get lost or seperated from them?

7 (Ch1ld} Would you 9o with a person you didn't know if they
said your parents sent them?

8. {Adult) Do you and your child have a set plan in case he or
she is approached by a stranger?

9. (Adult) Do ynu have dental records of your child?

10.  (Adult) Does your child's school call you if your child
1s absent?

California Oftlce: 11811 W Olympic Bivd | los Angelas. CA BOOB4 * (213) 473-3993
Now York Office. PO Box 483 Pound Ridee. NY 19676 ¢ (914) 784-4046
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Ban Teaventl buddied with 100ke Shisids,
Thim okt b wtar i & 1V movie based on
murder ihat Inapked Fing the Chren.

Soge Yom (Newhart}Potion: “Any place that
hat froe Pepsicies 8d beneits chadran can't
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. . Y Satardoy Might Lve Joe Piscopq brought
v - o wite Nancy but wouldn't teke sch Joey, 4. 1o

HOLLYWOOD TUANS KID FOR A DAY cmuines
BUT THERE’S A SERIOUS REASON— wm@&g&,g
TO FIGHT CHILDNAPPING e

Jaws 3:-0: 1 mighl terty hen.”

Tna siraot on 20th Century “or's
baikiotint A snemed lira iggtuit---
ba'lloons. roving clowns, n.e Lream
popcorn--bul the purbose we- Al
grawn-up Tha party and premlars of
Jaws 3-Drarsod some $3£,000 tn bene
htf nd the Chitdran, gn « wikidruuping
and missing childron orjamization “it's
S0 unarr that the governmant ce-.a
more about recovening cars than a k-
man hin," said Brooke Shialds 18
"They cannot onter a child’s stutistica
o a compute:, but they will a car.
Addad comedian Howie(St Eise-
wheralMandel 26, Thisisp't a Holly
waod faviasy Waecan make a fifter-
ar e 3o thal children will bs safet In
ths wortld™ " *
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Milwaukee Journal

OCcT. 20, 1983

TV’s massive potential for good

Network television, with Its millions of viewers,
1o in ¢ unique position to help reunite more missing
children with their families. That fantastic discov-
ory was made in the aftermath of the NBC televi-
slon movie “Adam.”

monae of Shosoprapae of 53 Busus Cured Y
A montage ng ¢ n.
One child saw her owa picture aad called her
srandparents, who called ChIld Flad Iac., the vol.
untary natloawvide organization. Thus far, she and
three others have been returned home. Natwork
television has done what the FRI, Jocal police end
thousands of volunteers couldn't do without TV.

Is there some way that network TV could, on ¢
regular dasis, help locate more missing chlldren
and thus help relieve one of thls nation's most vex-
Ing soclel prodlems? Probably 50, And to its credit,
NBC ls exploring how to accomplish that, Severel
of t’l: network's mpmmm ls:'hc ‘l‘:mm;
project exrmnd satlsfection an
feelings of mmml from kmowing tha'
they helped to returs children to their tormented
femilles.

Beity Hudeos, NBC vice-president of corporate
reletions, poiats out that if & network were to dis-
tribute photos of missing chiléren regulerly, the
voluntary organization Child Find would need
more moaey, more trained volunteers and extra

phone lines. Hudson also notes that 8I of the 83
missing children pictured In the NBC montage
were white — primarily because many moawhite
missing children are from poor families that did
not have photographs of an acceptable quality for
showlng on television.

1t police, nts, school officials and others in
Milweukee, for example, want to make this » gafer
city for children, Hudson suggests, the commualty
could consider (a) ralsing money so that echool
photos could be kept for each child, sopacially poor
children who don't ususily buy echool pictures; ()]
estadlishing & local missing-child hottine. and (¢}
;ponnorlng safety seminars for parents and chll.

ren,

I our opinlon. such a project would have sigalf-
lcantly more potential than the massive effort to
fingerprint children. Unfortunetely, flagerprints
are of value primarily in )dentifying bodics —
whersas photos on natjonal television are tikely to
be recognized by people who can assist In rwturn.
ing miesing children, alive,

That more promisng approach to tevalting
America’s missing children with their families de.
serves widespread support. Eventually, fear of
having a child recognlzed on televiston could prove
to by ¢ useful deterrent to the horridle crime of
child ebduction,
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Film Maker Takes Up the Cause
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children (roin live aewspaprrs Rateiy acre 4
atrenuois effurld bewrg o aile “clipthe rhela shie a1

Surce Innat ehildern ceported
ruRaways ‘acal paiir wagaity
72 hours 1)1 kredits the LAID for being me ul e
few deparinients thal Legir a chit-l huftime.ediacet s >

“When the Lindberg Fabs was Xoltaped and the ¥ 100
gotinyrlved allofu were ief lubeliese k1l ap
fedeeal siffense " 101 saut Bt unliy recrit’ . s
the FBE wouldn't beconie 'svoived urless thers was o
FRNBOM Mute w evidetce 1.0 lerrias teampsnt

wed fohn Waish Adam Walah s
fatter. to Warhin, as e lobbied far legutaten o
e gk 3 natwndl o1 -ter far iraeing mussing children
€ led the Musng Chi'deess Ael the but was ubprete
b some who argicdl Maung children are 3 &
problom  ano sant The PRI rsasied becawse o didn
want datl n hundreds of thnends of runaways and
other tpis g chaldes o VwogRenE up L3 computers she
adied

The act was pansed in Octobae, 1932, ving parenta
the aight to etee dava on ineie rhilt wilh the FRla
Nauonal Ceme bal seraucn Center
EELE A Y PRSP
gt l(llvll! [E] lwld offices 1n ousing
atet

ntiy

I 4 documenas, o

D' film crew £

P

Srmalt-Tawa Cancepl

W.thout *he - cape 2atiots uf the ¥HE the Tate of many
1 amasteey Otte sad Bl lenny
erd 10 4 'asalens shipping
it ul the unsdichon. wme
pother o woned have bueied het in & Jane

s o 1 Lbnng e documentary  which
fyentuaily dited a5 & vegment -0 ABCs 20 0. (o
sa'd she teoame 1acrednngy deleeauned lu promote a
new awaret riaof chadrenr She advocates s return i a
traditiur niw roncept 1 which children are
e resperability ol evess. e i the cummumly I
shouid be commeatis atsutned that chidren nged
preiectman. 414 that the chid you see cevitg in the
supeemarke! el e intedl Ircuble Otu séid

THL s sedoul 3ld take moee responnidility for
Reepiig -t an youry children s wheredbouta “Uthet
places arvc ot ke Beverly Hilln wheee dad Lakeaynu to
P Maseratt. she said A lol can happen
Belwrret an®an bihe bugsop [0 the case of Etan {ata,
Gl sy e srhool cevee notified hu mother thal he
hadfuirtn thew up hue clasdun the day he vanahed

The .tatet of b4n Patz and Adatn Walth are Lhe
stofl A parents ngh'mares Milo waid mModt pasents
would € 1her [l YUAR atxist The posntility That these
114 tould be among The rankt of thia yeae's munng
They Iock 1p their %113 Lingerprints diong wih there
birth cectifn ates «r tne vafe depout bor and hope that s
envmgh ihwrance

Oteo herself was rever abuucied 4s a child, and ahe
has no chldren of her awn Vet this usue has involred
her mure than any oiher she has tackled as “the soriat
coascience depariment” of landsburg s production
company

“Maybe [ thought as a xut | wasn't taken seroudly
enough sbout what | was afead of.” she explaned
“Chudren all over the country are alraid of beng
udnaped
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Computer has its eye on

By RUBEN ROSARIO

A tomputerized system designed to
dducate parents on vays lo safeguard
their cnildren from wdnapers and
child molesters was launched vester-
day at stores in Long [sland and Staten
[siand vith the hetp of ‘Hill Street
Slues” TV star Daniel Travant

The system. cailed an Abduction
Safety Test. uses 2 computer to quuz
adults and children on salety. ques.
tions, then provides the correct answer
Jn 2 video screen [t was installed by
Find the Children Inc., a nonprofit
orgamization,

Travanti. Capt. Frank Funile of
“Hill Street Blues." demonstrated the
Abduction Safety Test system for
scores of shoppers at two Rockbottom
arugstors outlets 1n Massapequa on
Long,'sland and on Richmond Ave. 1n
Staten Island.

IN A TV MOVIE next month, Tra
vanti will play John Walsh, the lather
of 2 Gyearold Flonda boy who was
arducted and murdered twu years ago.

There ate closeto 1 8 mullion children
reporied missing each year and 50,000
of them are never hewrd from again,”

C

S

kids

Rt
wAaay fowey

”
[
\

;
z’
i
i
;

ORNNS CANUSO CaLY vy

Boy takes safety tast on computer as actor Deniel Travant! watches.

he told shoppers.

Some of the ups provided by the
computer include tesching ¢hildren as
young as 2 years of age to memorue
thetr home Phone numbers ynd area
codes, developing & secret password

rn

known only to the chud and parent in
Case a stranger tries to lure them by
pretending that they were sent by the
parents, and infornung school officia's
to contact parents i the chid never
reachas.schpol, , - -
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NEW TORK POST,

I

By LINDA STEVENS
DURING this  hour
alone, 208 children will
be reporied missing. The
total comea to about 1.3
miliion each year>

Many are junaweys
and others are anducted
by their pareats. Many
of these return or are
found.

“But we flose about
50,000 kida each year for:
aver,” sald Dani¢l J.
Travantl, Emmy award:
winning star of NBC's
Hill Street Blues.

“Disappesred. Uana. It
doesn’t have to be.”

Travanti wes at a
Rockbottom  siore on
Staten fsland Sundsy,
showing off a ittle com-
putar that Asky parenia
and children a lew rief
questions — sbout -
gerprints and how to act
around strangers.

Morae important, it gets
them thinking  about
what would happen i(the
unthinkaoie occurved

“1t's littie anough 13 o
doing,* said Travanti,
sppearing on behall of
an orgaaissiion called
Find the Children.

The little computer
test, which will be takes
sround lhe country, is
pars of Fine: the Chil
dren’s (lirce.part cam-

gt = to Induem and
motivate, o raise Monay

0,000
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LOST, STOLEN, SLAIN:
KIDs A

L

.. .w.‘.
TV ster Den

for child-prosective ore
ganizations, and to lobby
for rovger legislation
“Parenty Wsually de
sorme than kids in the
test. ‘That makes
[ run  cold” said
Jonn Walsh, wixee s0n
Mam was ahducied I

Treventl (left) and John
‘Walsh view Find the Children display.

July 1981 and found raur:
dered two weeks later,
That story — and the
stow’y of Walsli's (ight for
legiainilon to ald n the
seazeh (or missing chil-
dren -~ has become 8 TV
movie called “Adam”,
starring Traveatl and

BEST COPY AVAILABLE
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Jobeth Wiliama. It airs
Qct. U,

‘l learned 30 murh so
tast.  fliming  “Adam®
Everyone #ho Sees 1l i3
gomg to learn from it.”
said Travanti, whe has
no chifdren but describes
himaself as “avuncular.”

“They'll be shocked at
the extent of the prob-
lem, and they !l know
they can gave just a littie
attention to every lone
child out there without
sacrificing any of their
time or their money or
their lives.”

“Adam” producer,
Linda Otto. (cunded and
18 prosident of Find the
Children.

“1'm in this because all
those kids out there are
my children,” she said.
“Uwant to protect them
becadse they're my (u.
ture, the (uture of my
country.

“It has to be dde. sim-
plo as that,” she sesd flewi-
|y, “and §{ wand to do it."

“We've had thia peodr
fern (or a lomg time"
said Travantl, “dut it'y
only recently that we've
been ‘miling to face o
and count the numnbers
-~ which are made up of
individual childrest,

“And what those num-
bers say. lowder than
evarything, s that ‘we're
allin his logether.”

0 141
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Parents
wait, hope
and pray

By Sam Meddis
LA TODAY

tfinut movie &¢ 8 “presend.”
Rolh of {he women ere
muthers of misiag chiidren
#8080 pdulngraphy were
RN N the NAC Lrosram
Both 41¢ pruvving L\l among
©f .t Nooding
$Cren ageacies,

3
a

Tha medders said flm pro-

te” Liuly R0 M acvom-
ORIRAC 1w gl — which Otto
WKL W & "Th crestd & Aational
AMrene) tal America's chil-
ety 68 hot s3fe.”

The mavie was based ch the

£

]
$oae
3

3

3

3

ywdod, Fie. Adam's nev. m fact &8 Undis
:::::ﬂ!:x:r‘ was toynd twy "",’2.,;""“ "m"'}.'gfm&'ﬁ

g v are found sisin
De

'ANshan sid the
PHAVRY Fight heip locate her

o0, Marnn Ryan Shirlea
‘_'nm ya

#8de clewronm by M Mather
sveniyaan as

1'% & clerm \he can prove
vnkess she findy them — ofien
& major problsm In parental
Abdaction caaes.

Sne N sued her sx-hus
handy felathes Lo y to fing
i whermshoute

Martyt sl be |2 'his Fri.
&1 The Ml w3a “the best
bitthday peresent anyhody
eatid glve © Coldinan wald

Liovch M4 wie withes “some

moving (o help the tamilies of
miwing children -

@ Reeetreders are planning
A aatlonal missingchildeen
IeAcking system ysing FB!
computery Unked to conmoles
0f 12,900 {nv enforcemen)
Agencies Tie svgtem could be
Hn within & yare, Regnery
"k

B ACTION. tha govern.
Ment™s olunteer orgar.ieation,
i planriag 4 natoawide
£om o help locul .umo'?u':
Dngerpent chidren

Missing kids:

TV prompts flood of calls

Ty $am Meddi snd Ben Beach
USA TODAY
TRousands of calls have 8 150 phone calls &0 hour  mcrom I USA. members and Moday night
Fured o Apenck B 2t oed v Adom Alred on NBC, AL the end of the tRoddur  retyrned home
g cAiMren foflcwing @ which aid the Him wan soen  Nimy e pholographs of 33 Al the Adam Welsh OhINM
rationally letevisco move Wy 2 wWilka mising children were shown.  Resurte Center In Fort Law
Honday about A doy #irs v TIV Agearit ware 00 loun I srversl cities, more (AN ONe  derdait. Fia. volunieery re
and alr, bl 'n ide cali that they i collor reporied seeing (xe ceived About 1,000 phone sl
“irs 1P DhenmTedl”  IAbeily Paghn relayVig 1e  she pictured cAlid, ‘m OV Mads mimbee
mid Kriatn Brown «f ChIS 9 01 sghviige of missing chil-  aid. A child who saw ¢ photo  914.133- 1840 aylstde New
Find Inc, which receivdl 108 @ (6 pareots and police  In TV Guade contacted family  York state, 9004319008,
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The Tragedy of Amorica’s

1t happens in stores, near
schools, even in the famity
hoine—younguters stolen
from those who love them.

whb 12 o oranw vithuow and
o enngre vanihed without 4
tart soinmer from o shoppung

ohule G l‘ll"ll“f
ta and Jinh Foul agin N and 2,
an il care of o baby wttet when
furcwd their way mta the + bl
wd atalus tead (et
ong au absi
oMglers 1o guertend
budnapped
o Lake st iy pagendy st Yty
¢ doputer TReit plighs 1
rw tege by ot s lf
A apnl Ror e TOmnL agencies
that waiy ) % it

' ¥
“... W el Dt g ‘l.n...u.l t
mly tighty ared aruns i

teavan of wa Childien a1 young o8 3
11 & age beitg used i poringraphy ”
1niptds m thew cinet even

aedd chmarly voagh whens they are
el wars Wabon | get tredd of at
rallewguet

den youngsens never we
Rt parents agan Even i cased i
I from 4

v
waly Y per 1l
Deaaly 1o A.ige 1raga v the fate ol
thow Jdnagpedd by Nengens Cing
trwats b by a conter natied (or ks son,
Jatn Wabth of Font Lauderdale esti
ivatee that MO percent uf such young

klren owaalhy sre usnder
up tu 17, especially
Kl

It l-- 1he uppet +las vone (Fuin ¢
vty rie and are oy o bheiy to be

1ahen in Ing eitias ax {hey are in uuall
communnier end Tucsl sreas

Polwe and weisd-metvice worked) tny

mine lucales are especially dangerva
(4|muls. fary, shoppang malls Twae
dissppess iom |huppm| els al po
cery dntes or when swepar, from
paiente an the udes

Youngsters often are abducted fram
areas though 1o be safe—walking to ur
fium schoul, 1 neighbothoud play
grounds, Lack yards of, a1 a1 one Uah
fosnia case. & hospital debrery oo
1 Paul, 4 8y easokl dusopeared
aller whing to gu to the bathrvoin al
chutgh Sarah Avon, sl 6, vanished o1
1983 fruin i framt of het hatne in Jo
lser, 11l where s had been playuig
with her snter and soveral fnends

Nyteen Marshall, who would have
had hwer hlll. birthilay Septernber 18,
was teported nussng m Jure of the
year Sl dwd from & Ml
atea while ou an outing wah het pee
ents oras thew hotne n (Taney. Mont
Sapu ber imother, Nancy "Nyleen na
ttaned abuwl the woods and savely |
hnow 1he dul ol wandes off

n anothei case stil] beutg probed »
Ihe Frderal lHureau of Investigation. +
seat old Ryan Burton of Breckenndge,
Tee, was soiched from her bed twn
years ugn while s baby-uller and cider
biother slept Hyan's parents wete
away an an orernighl thp

Nu inatier huw o duappearance w
cury, [he mpact oft the fazmly of a inus
g hikd 13 desastatang Nancy Manhall
wys Nylsen's 2yoaroid muter has lon

Vasyees ot e e

* Om 0o Long List of Lot Yonagaters—

vt shudien ate tabrn by par
angers lunding the
ans prn ety Pacenis notieally tutn
b alpeine wh winetines de
1oy ttrof wanih eepenially Lo tpens

was Canda Pades, |1 abo
Al while a1 the Gk labus
Farr i Sepdersder 181 Deypite
il babis by gl e Ley nuther ot
b that betdaugbter Al ool run away
Caalawas s ganl thadent abechad 4 ko
b tawantie an Sana batlel
i ansd ot ah agere that e
e 1w b wave the prohten

W annt ol e ddeop
Iy lloaing Senale heanngs estbier

“has ar e Justue Departinen

woppasl ap watehes and the White

Houw s jrarash bene

A commuiihes have watted

.- &WORLD REPORT

e d wil has
lmublc Il- ping  Reve
Walsh, sother of thy inut-
dated Adain, won't kit her
new daughier, Meghan, out
of het ught wupm-dly
chorks her cnb at might

The trauma tursounding
a nunng child ean lesd ta
tenton and bickering n
he fanuly and winetines
to aorce Other (winubes
srow closer berause of
theit thared agony

Soine parents conhiaue
ta dopla; phutographs of
the (hid or leave the
voungiter's 1oora undig
turbod Many would lke to
nore away 10 put the pan-
ful inemunes beMng but
heulate to do s because
they want the chuld to be
able 10 furd thens

ting etiects. For chul-

dren who sulvire such ab-
dictions, the psychalogks)
waowids cen take yrart lo
hex) A young nun wio was
abxlucted at age 12 and s
vally abvued v widl getting
ychiatric help st age 22
A Jyear-old Colorsdo gl
stolen and secually asssult-
ed gets paychiatng counsel
g thtee imes s week Hes
atuber o vut on bond

Children taken tn cuntudy disputes
Al can sutfer Although some are sk,
en by foving patents didppointed &
havind 1o gve them up, othars sre
forced 1o live with parents who aze
tputeful vr abusive, notes New Yotk at
lorney Dotws Junas Freed

Rewrarcher Agopean found that chl-
diea stolen n cutiody battles often are
fotced to bve & luphive Ifestyle Fre.
quently, they are told Les—ihal the
othet parent does not cure for hem
40y inore of, worse, |

g peactice, cxing privary
ranons. ;‘I‘K‘K' that
parents, rather than podi. e,
sthould keep these ievonls
Potwce alw ate begunug
to addten the problein of
abductions by parents ot 2
, fastes vate than thes dud 10
Ihe pasl | addiinn, states
ng more
Ronorng ecach wiher s
chld cuttady onden
becamr

n
puter bank hating miig
ahibdeen. provades pante

Child Find e es an a central roginry
for puctuees and information abuut
shuklren Musng youngstirs or
el nith leats on tham ate evcow -
aged o1 all Chikd Band's tol)-liee num

bet MNn 471 5005 Postets of the chul-
dirn ate wnt 1y pole departmentt
T gtomp lists some 2400 chuldren
€ncoursging 1esults. Authonihies uy
ol ity 13 4 kes fartot buth in bocshng
the public

Iut o alilten md i ouakin)

thuskal win nuuu cally w the Ara
thire days liom pledging mote
Pan S0 100 A muasng Arkansas teen-
agves alind Uikl Busd walh o sl ubem-

SOR | cungitertand ciiett s toll 1w ahon aler wring her pcse n e
maang poungsiars They o Toach hidien 0 o8 | 0o number fof thase prir  attule relaled tu The TV move. Also
Advice 10 parents. oul o 10 e om enyane vidhg inforenation teunted with hs mothet wad Justin

a Never ioeve & unall  who bofers tham Many efforts 10 ind rons. ILirk L teporied misang @ yeat ago
chid slona N 8 QOONY & Wam yourgilrs not | ing chibdren are speashea. Tty tesponse proves 1o Child Fiad'y
cart of car—avan 1ot 8 10 el rwone ow ey Yerkurch thet, with greetsr sware.
rarwie &0 home sons. new the puble can do far more sbout

o Bs wre your chd'y » Toaah 8 poung ched 1he pioblen There are prople who
dey<cae conler o school g or nee Rl rame, o6 Smiw where Ihese chilidien are.” she
wil (0l 1iadde B0 Py @est MG phene rumber to Itan seatch and trwoe w3y, bud they have tn come forward
s 10 ryone A you OF  Giew how 10 plaos 8 longs | U0t teams Sert Kin I and give us with full cul')don'uhth

we 1an
the angus
be worthiy

e one hanuly
we have it will

1he onnat wn they have

v a DRy

e —— B ¢ o s

Pethaps the b known
group seeking mim g ¢ bl
dren witud Find feunded
Ny tilor Yeehovigh ui New
Palte. NY Pot s small lee
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Sm)n'r OF DRATH (T8FLF, whal

couid be more shocking to s fem-

Dy than having to report a child miss

iag? Yet it Lappens—to ters of thau.
of parents every year.

*  That pairful experience is especial-
Iv sharp for Ruth Mert, 35. Told by
doctors that she couldn't have chil.
dren, she (inally gave bicth to s son.
Russell, only to Iose hitn on May 4,
1942, wheu the 2-yearold vanished
from the back yard of her mobile
hame. Below, she tells of the unguish
shie shares with her husbaud Rob.
crt-—and how they keep hope alive,

NIAGARA FALLS, N Y

It started as a4 norml Wednesday
My lindbuind had gone off to work,
uwmd Bitle Russell went oatside to
pley, as be often dad, i the sandbox
of ou feawed m baek vard

He badin't been gone more than 5
nutes when L went out to eheck on
hirme My feart stopped Ho was gone!
The tovs hie kad taken out were right
#1 the rdze of the samd pile Nothing
had beca hstiurived or plaved with

Fear hit o unraodiate s hecause
of the hezordow Niagara Hier about
£50 vards from the sear of ur home
But Russeli w.e, too boy te limb the
tence, and | don't even tiunh
be reahized the river was
there saee wiheor hones
blacked Tns vien Sull, |
raced dewn to the traerhank
Noosight ¢ by

I ran buck to sewtch
among the ather tradory
N our prowect Ny one
had seen Ruvell Wirkag
mintes 30 people were
roanung the area frae
cally calling for him

[ notified the sireriffs
departinent. and vy siy-
teran-Jaw called vy s
band ac work. Russell had
been gene logy than an
hour

Doehect hopes. 1t was
the beginning of what
for ws bas become a
nmigbtivare that has no
t0d-—a vear and a half
m which surp hopes have
boen rased and dashed
age  and agam

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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“I Think Semebody

Needless to say, we were—and
are—ohsessed with linding our boy
In the tirst fow duys, we had to sit
hack and let others handle the seurch
because Lloodhounds were brought
in, and our participation would throw
off the sceut

Soon, more than 500 people were
looking for Russell—n the fiekls, un-
der the mobile hotnes, 1 utihity
shacks, iu every hole and trush can.
‘They tipped over things you wouldn®
think a little boy could get under.

The polire dragged the river but it
vielded nothing Not then, and not in
the months snee But they refused to
s into the homes in our develop-
ment They told us that would take
dozens of seacvh warcrants Yet 1
coulde’t help thinking, “Someonc
has hu. + in their traiter

“Find our Boy." My anger and
frustration grew because of sonie-
thing, elsee The police were investi-
datmy ac ! kinow now that this s
rautine boease of feans of child
abuse, but «1 was upsetting to have
them questioning relatives and
fricnds Wi santed to shout "We
didn’t do anything. Just Find rir boy
Look for him "

Somchow, though, we
had to go on After the
first weck, my husband
had to go back to work.
He wasn't going o get
paid f he didn't, and 1
) thought at least work
\ would kecp his mind

. off thingst
! My full-tiine job be-
cutne looking for Rus
sell T circulated posters of
hun, searched for him in
schools, went on  talk
shows. Friends st up a
fund to raise money to
help me find him. | wrote
letters and made countless
calls, looking for any lesd

teuple would ecall Just
1 or 20 ninutes ago they
had seen a little boy who

EINY

looked just like Russell—tiny, blond
hair, big brown eycs. He was board-
ng a bus with u ludy in Niagara Falls
4 miles awin Or they saw him at a
shopping mall in Buffalo 10 miles
away

My motheran law and | would

jump in her car and drive wherever.

this or that sighting was. haping that
“this 13 the one this time ™

Fruetrating events. At least six
times, we've thought we were getting
close One lady told police of sevwing a
bey who looked like Russell wath a
couple i a white Cervette “Laook
what we hive here,” they told her
But the Corvette was never found

1 became suspicious of friends wad
other praple who had admired Ras-
sell. 1 wondered if people whe had
wheady rased their kids had taken
Lim fer thew own or given him to
their childien I'd see total strangers
on the street and if they smiled at
me. [ wondered. “Does he or she
know: something?™ | wondered about
kindly stringers who were being too
nice to me or who called too often
wantig to offer help

Our hearts still yump each time
there s d picee of mail, a knock on
the door or the telephone rings With
each disuppointment, | ery or pray or
start srnoking, again—pack alter pack.

U don’t know how our marnage has
survived it all. We were told at the
start to seek counseling, and we have
heen visited by a nunister  Mainly,
iU's been Robert and 1 helping each
other. | feared he would Blame ine,
but he hasn't and has encsyuraged me
in all my eflorts. 5tll, ke has bacome
withdrawn and refuser b talk about
Russell with anyone bt rae. It's ay if
no one ecbe eould possibly under.
stand what we arc going through

I'm told there's a black market for
bahes—that healthy white males go
for $30,000 or ore If somecne does
Jave Rus.ell, vur only hope 18 that it
is someone who loves him, but that
doesn’t stop us from wanting hwn
back Not eveu the birth of vur
daghter in September has changed
that. Not kpowing where he s,
whether he is alive or dead, leaves a
terrible hollowness inside that will
never b filled

We've been told we only have w 10
percent chance of finding our chld,
hut I'd be looking 1F they said it was
only I percent Russell, pow 4,15 a
litthe bov whe would come up and
say. "1 Loves von, Daddy ™ Nobody
will ever b able to say thet st the

way he did We want to hear it agan.
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MISSING CHILDREN’S ASSISTANCE ACT

THURSDAY, MARCH 8, 1984

U.S. SENA'E,
SUBCOMMITTEE ON JUVENILE JUSTICE,
CoMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC.
The subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, at 11:29 a.m., in
Room SD-226, Dirksen Senate Office Building, Hon. Arlen Specter
(chairman of the subcommittee), presiding.

Staff present: Mary L. Westmoreland, chief counsel; and Tracy
McGee, chief clerk.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. ARLEN SPECTER, A U.S. SENATOR
FROM THE STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, CHAIRMAN, SUBCOM.-
MITTEE ON JUVENILE JUSTICE

Senator Spgcrer. Good moruing, ladies and gentlemen. We will
commence this hearing on the Missing Children’s Assistance Act
and the agpect of consideration of reauthorization of the Juvenile
Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act.

This hearing had been scheduled for some time and, as you al-
ready know, had to be modified as a result of the executive session
of the Judiciary Cummittee on the matter of the nomination of Mr.
Meese for Attorney General. And we did not know whether we
could have the hearing at all, and we had wanted to proceed with
it if at all possible. The exec was today instead of Tuesday because
we did not finish the confirmation hearings on Mr. Meese.

We had wanted to hear the testimony of Administrator Regnery,
and as it has developed that is not possible to do. 3enator Metz-
enbaum asked that Mr, Regnery’s testimony be postponed so that
Mr. Metzenbauin would have an opportunity to review Mr. Reg-
nery’s statement. We needed the same o portunity because we got
it Jast night so we have rescheduled Mr. lgegnery for March 21.

We do have witnesses today who are from out of town, so we are
going to proceed and hear those witnesses. Our time is limited;
therefore, we are going to have to limit this hearing to approxi-
mately 30 minutes, but, we will do the hest we can.

At this time, | would like to call as our first witness, the distin-

uished district attorney of the ¢ity of Philadelphia, the Hon.

dward G. Rendell. It is a special pleasure for me to call District
Attorney Rendell because of our longstanding association and
friendship.

Mr. Rendell came to the district attarney’s office as an assistant
district attorney in 1966.

Mr. RENDELL. In 1966 as & summer law clerk.
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Senator SpecteR. And in 1967 permanently, when I was district
attorney. He has had a very distinguished career as district attor-
ney, having been elected in 1977. And besides all those good things,
he is a neighbor on Warden Drive in the city of Philadelphia,
where he has not availed himself of police protection.

District Attorney Rendell, we welcome you here. We have your
comprehensive statement which will be made a part of the record
in full. I know it is your style and approach to summarize and hit
the highlights, so we look forward to your testimony.

STATEMENT OF HON. EDWARD G. RENDELL, DISTRICT ATTOR-
NEY, CITY OF PHILADFLPHIA, PA.,, AND CHAIKMAN, JUVENILE
JUSTICE ADVISORY COMMITTEE, NATIONAL DISTRICT ATTOR-
NEYS ASSOCIATION

Mr. RenpELL. Thank you very much, Senator, and let me say I
am pleased to be here and I am here ot my own behalf as district
attorney of Philadelphia and as chairman of the National District
Attorneys Association Juvenile Justice Advisory Committee. That
is a ommittee that is made up of 13 prosecutors from several large
jurisdictions, lihe Phoenix, AZ; Baltimore, MD; Mercer County, NJ,
as well as smaller jurisdictions—-Pueblo, CO; Klickitat County, WA.

We have been working on this act for the past 1%z years as part
of our general operations, and we come with a subcommittee rec-
ommendation that the act be reauthorized. We think the act has
provided somne significant benefits and we believe it should be reau-
thorized.

But we believe that from our perspective—and I think our per-
speciive is the one that the public holds most closely—from our
perspective, the act should only be reauthorized if there are certain
basic changes.

As vou ses from our testimony, we give specific statutory
changes—omissions, deletions, and additions to the act in specific
sections, and a couple of additional sections. What these changes
really do, in my judgment, is make the act, without hurting its
original purpose, more responsive to the needs of the law enforce-
ment community and, therefore, to the needs of the public.

Senator, you do not need to be told about the impact of juvenile
violence and the growing impact of juvenile violence. According to
an INSLAW study, in the years between 1960 and 1975, juvenile
violence grew 241 percent. In the city of Philadelphia, for example,
in the short time that 1 have been district attorney from 1977, my
first year, until last year, 1983, the number of delinquency peti-
tions that we file for the crime of robbery—probably, the crimes of
robbery and burglary are the crimes that affect our citizenry the
most in terms of numbers, in terms of what it does to the atmos-
phere in the streets and to people in their houses——

Senator SpecTER. Was the D.As office doing a better job in
Philadelphia when vou were chief of homicide?

Mr. RENDELL. Well, during the 6 years that I have been district
attorney. the number of robbery petitions has not only doubled; it
has increased by 260 percent, from 1,300 petitions in my first year
Lo over 2,900 petitions that we filed last year for the crime of rob-

ery.
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Those are crimes where we believe the evidence is strong enough
to proceed, not just crimes where juveniles have been arrested for
the crime of robbery.

Senator SpecTER. How does that tie into the statistics which we
see about reduction in violent crime?

Mr. RENDELL. I think there is a slight reduction in violent crime
overall in the large cities, but within that reduction juveniles are
accounting for a greater percentage of the violence in big cities.

On page 2 of our written testimony, I give you statistics that we
accumulated last year in a survey we tooﬁ of the percentage of rob-
beries and burglaries throughout this country in major jurisdic-
tions that are being caused by juveniles.

It is interesting. I read some of the other testimony of some of
the other witnesses, and in the Administrator’s testimony he talks
about causes of juvenile crime. Obviously, those causes are a multi-
tude and different in many ways.

I would attribute the No. 1 cause to the breakdown in American
family life that we have seen in the last 20 or 30 years.

Senator SPECTER. You have reviewed Mr. Regnery’s testimony?

Mr. RENDELL, Yes; I have reviewed it, and what T wanted to indi-
cate is that I think his approach is obviously a novel one; it is an
approach that we were not expecting to see. I think there is some
merit in what he says and I would like to have the opportunity to
examine his approach.

I still think we would be better served to reauthorize the act,
with the amendments we are suggesting. What the Administrator’s
testimony essentially says is put all the treatment and rehabilita-
tive and social serices aspects of this act in other Federal Depart-
ments; leave the law enforcement part of the act.

Frankly, from our judgment, the law enforcement part of the act
is very limited. He says leave the law enforcement part of the act
in the Office of Justice Assistance, and that will take care of the
law enforcement needs and the other Departments will take care of
the social service needs.

It is my gut reaction, and I have not discussed it with my com-
mittee, that if that happens, frankly, both would get a little bit lost
in the shuffle. They would get eaten alive by the other problems—
the problems of crime across the board.

I think that reauthorization—and, again, this is my opinion, as
our committee has not yet had a chance to study his testimony—
but reauthorization should include some of our proposed changes—
not only in the basic philosophy of the act, but more importantly,
to include those substantive changes which would afford the Ad-
ministrator more leeway in formula block grents and in some spe-
cial emphasis grants.

Senator SpecTer. What do you consider to be the most important
aspect of reauthorization? What is the most important part of the
act as you see it?

Mr. RenpeLL. Well, I think it is hard to single out the most im-
portant part of the act, but I would say it is clearly the availability
of funds, although they are limited, and far more limited than we
as prosecutors and the people in the social service agencies would
like to see, but it is important that funds be available to implement
creative and effective programs.
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For example, Senator, as you know, through LEAA our office, as
many of the offices in this country, was able to establish a career
criminal unit in our adult court division. It was extremely success-
ful, so successful that when the Federal funding ran out we had no
(tircﬁlble getting our city council to pick up the funding, dollar for

ollar.

That was the case with many of the experimental programs that
LEAA allowed law enforcement to do. I think that is similarly the
benefit of this program. A lot of the funding that this act has al-
lowed has been for programs that did not work. They were experi-
mental programs which did not have an impact, and the Adminis-
trator’s testimony makes that clear.

But there are programs that we believe, in the social service
area, did have a plus, a major beneficial effect. They were experi-
mental in nature and, hopetully, they hive been picked up by the
State and local funding agencies.

One thing I would quarrei with the Administrator’s testimony on
is to lzave these programs for the States. Well, most States simpl
do not have that type of money available for those types of experi-
mental programs.

One thing that we have gotten out of OJJDP—is a grant of
$300,000 to the district attorney’s office of Philadelphia for the
prosecution of juvenile habitual offenders. It is a very important
grant because it is going to allow us to do certain things with verti-
Sal prosecution and the like that we have never had the ability to

0.

Senator SpecTER. What will you do with that money?

Mr. RENDELL. We will set up a special prosecution unit somewhat
similar to our career criminal unit in adult court, which will allow
us to vertically prosecute the habitual offender—the juvenile recid-
ivist, which is a significant problem.

But one of the defects in that grant is it severely limits how we
can deal with that offender. It bars us from using any of the money
to certify that offender to adult court. It requires that we use a
chunk of that money for a rehabilitative block, and it is not enough
money to really do rehabilitation work—money that we could use
for prosecution. It is due to the wording of the act.

There are certain things that we are proposing, and if I could
just direct your attention very briefly to a couple of the specifics.
No. 1, the definition of juveniles that is contained in the act is an
outmoded definition because since the act was formulated many
States have severely limited their definition in juveniles.

In many States, the definition of juveniles has changed and it is
not uniform across the country. The Federal act must be changed
to comport with that.

In your definition section, you define serious crimes and leave
out the distribution and possession with intent to distribute narcot-
ic drugs and controlled substances. We would like to see that
changed.

You also do something which I think is harmful. In section 223,
you have a prohibition against sentenced juveniles being housed in
youthful offender facilities, such as the State of California has,
such as we could use our Camp Hill facility for if that prohibition
were removed.
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By removing that prohibition, you are actually taking those juve-
niles and giving them exposure to better programs, more widely
funded programs. In Pennsylvania, as you know, Senator, juvenile
secure facilities now are in the 20 or 40-—bed category—categories
limited enough that the wide range of programs available for the
juveniles just are not there.

In a 40-bed facility, you cannot have a full complement of educa-
tional programs and recreational programs; it is just too expensive.
But we could do that in Camp Hill, and ironically Camp Hill
houses 15- to 24-vear-old offenders. It can house a 15-year-old if we
have certified him and that 15-year-old is convicted in adult court.
But it cannot house a 15-year-old or a l6-year-old or a 17-year-old
who is adjudicated in juvenile court because if we were to do S0, we
would be ineligible for a lot of the formula grants under the bill.

So, in sum, we would like to see reauthorization, although as I
said, I think the Administrator’s proposal contains some attractive
and sensible ideas. However, we believe if you break this down and
shift what this act has done into different departments and agen-
Cies, it is going to get lost.

Not only will the social service programs get lost, but even some
of the law enforcement programs would get lost. Obviously, the
missing persons aspect of the act is excellent. We would like to see
the act reauthorized, but reauthorized with some of the suggested
changes that we make.

Last example: the State advisory groups which help in the for-
mulation of the allocation grant plans—the State advisory groups,
as set up by the act of 1974, require that at least one-fifth of the
membership be juveniles, and part of that one-fifth be juveniles
who have been through the system; in essence, juvenile offenders.

We do not think that is a bad idea because we think they bring a
certain perspective to it. We are suggesting that at least one-fifth
of the people who are on those State advisory groups be victims’
rights advocates, members of victims’ groups throughout the State
and throughout the localities.

The 1974 act absolutely ignored the victims of juvenile crime and
absolutely ignored public safety. It so concentrated on treatment
and rehabilitation that it has hamstrung us in law enforcement to
take full advantage of this act.

So we would like to see reauthorization, but with the strong
caveat that it contains the changes we suggest, which are not—in
my judgment, controversial because they do not mandate expendi-
ture of funds—x amount of dollars expended for law enforcement
as opposed to social services. They only provide the administrator
and the State advisory groups wiih more leeway than they have
ever had before.

Senator SpecTerR. Mr. Rendell, «s I understand a key part of Mr.
Regnery's approach—and as I say, we got it late yesterday after-
noon, so I have not had a chance to review it—is to have the ad-
ministration come under the Justice Assistance Act.

Mr. RENDELL. The law enforcement pa . f——

Senator SprcTER. You disagree with that?

Mr. RENDELL. First of all, I am not sure that Justice Assistance is
going to be fully funded.

145




146

Senator SpkcTER. I am not sure Justice Assistance is going to be
passed.

Mr. RENDELL. That ig right.

Senator SpecTER. But if so, what is your thought?

Mr. RenpeLL. Well, I think if Justice Assistance were fully
funded and if it was spelled out in the final version of the act that
among the designated and delineated categories that Justice Assist-
ance money could be spent for—was juvenile justice, we could cer-
tainly live with that.

But my guess is, when you commingle juvenile programs with
other programs, both in law enforcement as well as in social serv-
ices, there is a tendency for the juvenile system to get the short
end of the stick.

Senator Srecter. Well, some people have expressed a concern
that if juvenile justice is not kept as a separate category, it is going
to be eliminated in fairly short order; that it is going to be a battle
which will be lost as a result of that change in structuring. Do you
think so?

Mr. RenperL. Well, I think that would depend on how vigilant
the Congress was to make sure that the pieces of this act, if this
act is essentially gutted, do wind up in some of the social service
departments and Cabinet agencies that the administrator’s testimo-
ny so suggests.

I think the Senate could mandate that a portion of the budget of
those agencies is spent on juvenile programs on the treatment and
rehabilitative mode. But I think that would depend on the vigi-
lance of the Congress and on congressional oversight.

We would also want to see some congressional oversight in Jus-
tice Assistance, if that is where all the juvenile money is going to
be, to make sure that juvenile programs are getting a fair share.

From our perspective, when, in Philadelphia, juveniles commit
one of two burglaries and one of three robberies, I do not want to
see us lose the availability of some Justice Assistance money to be
designed for criminal justice programs.

I know you are well aware of that. I recal that up until your
term as district attorney the district attorney’s office paid little at-
tention to the problem of juvenile crime. You were the first district
a*torney in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to put any sort of
emphasis on juvenile crime.

Since the day you took office, since 1966, the problem of juvenile
Justice has escalated. As I said, that INSLAW study is remarkable.

Senator SpECTER. In direct response to my action. [Laughter.]

Let me shift gears for 1 minute, Mr. Rendell. I know you are fa-
miliar with S. 889, legislation which I introduced over a year ago
which would direct one percent of the national budget for crime-
fighting—§8 to $10 billion a year over 10 years for what would es-
sentially be a $100 billion program.

Before the Budget Committee earlier this week, I made a submis-
sion on a critical aspect of the program, and that is seeking author-
ization of $2 billion for the construction of prisons, 25 percent of
which would be for Federal prisons and 75 percent would be for
State prisons on a 8-to-1 leveraging.
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I know you are in favor of that sort of an approach, but it would
be useful for the record if you would give me a thumbnail response
that I can quote you on to the budget people.

Mr. RenpeLL. Well, first of all, in general—we think S. 889 ought
to be passed, and ought to be passed with all deliberate speed. The
money that Justice Assistance is allocating to be spent on the Na-
tion’s crime problems is minuscule; it is like trying to bring down a
whale with a scaling knife.

Senator SrECTER. So you would favor the $2 billion in authoriza-
tion and expenditures on prisons in the way I have outlined it?

Mr. RENDELL. Absolutely, especially in the way you have outlined
it which requires the States to have the commitment nf their own
tunds. It is not just a Federal windfall; it requires the States who
profess interest in doing this to do something themselves.

As you know, we have embarked upon a construction program in
Pennsylvania, but by the time those prisons are on line, they will
be filled and we could use that help, and we could use that help on
a county level. There is hardly a county of our 66 in Pennsylvania
that is not facing problems with overcrowding in their local county
prisons.

So we think that portion of S. 889 would just be terrific and a
very useful expenditure. People always ask me about prison con-
struction and they say, well, what kind of society is it that spends
its money on prison construction? My answer to that is a very real-
istic, pragmatic society.

We have to deal—the Senate, the Congress and prosecutors—
with the short-run effects of violent crime which are debilitating to
our cities, absolutely crushing.

In the meantime. while we are dealing with that short-run vio-
lent effect, none of us quarrel with the fact that there should be
significant allocation of our priorities and our funds to go at the
underlying root causes.

But to attack the root causes of violent crime, even if we had all
the money at hand to do it properly, is a 20- or 30-year proposition.
In the meantime, people are getting killed, maimed and raped be-
cause we do not have adequate prison facilities to incapacitate vio-
lent offenders, and I will add the caveat violent offenders who are
adults and violent offenders who are juveniles.

The statistics on juvenile violence are inescapable. We have to do
something about the violent juvenile as well as the violent adult.

Senator SpecTER. Mr. Rendell, one final question. The career
criminal bill was changed substantially, as I know you are aware,
and it is heading for the House ne* I intend to pucsue the bill in
its original form, and I know thatl were privy to a good bit of the
discussion and negotiation on the matter.

One thing that I have not been able tc understand about the po-
sition of the National District Attorneys Association is their con-
cern for a prosecution to be brought in the Federal court over the
objection of the district attorney in the context of the statement of
congressional intent, albeit not in the body of the bill, which intent
said that the prosecution should not be grought without the con-
currence of the local prosecutor.

What is the basis for that concern?
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Mr. RenpELL. I will answer the question, but can I say on a per-
sonal note that I spoke to several Senators and I told them that the
amendment that was your own amendment to the bill on the floor
‘was, as far as I was concerned as district attorney of Philadelphia,
not only workable, but provided us with a separate advantage, so
that if we went to trial and lost a motion to suppress evidence in
the State courts, we could have just picked up the phone and said,
OK, Federal prosecutor, go to it.

As you know, the admissibility of that evidence could be reliti-
gated in Federal court. So I thought not only was your bill work-
able and livable, but I thought your amendment actually had an
advantage to it.

I could not convince my colleagues of that in a short time. 1f
your amendment had more time to be discussed, I think we might
have been able to make some headway.

But I think in answer to your question, it comes from a long-
rooted, almost historical view that local prosecutors and State pros-
ecutors have had of distrust of the Federal prosecutors; that despite
some efforts by the Justice Department in the last several years to
cooperate, it is a one-way street; that cooperation means the Feder-
al prosecutors taking from us and never giving anything back.

I think it comes from that distrust, that rivalry, that belief that
the Federal prosecutors will take the meat and literally leave us
with the bones.

Senator SPECTER. But is there a thought that a Federal judge
would allow a prosecution to go forward in the face of that state-
ment of congressional intent not to have the prosecution without
the agreement of the local D.A.?

Mr. RenpeLL. It was our belief that congressional intent not
being black-letter law would not be sufficient to protect our inter-
ests. I would agree with you if you said in 100 cases, the Federal
judge would not allow that prosecution to go forward in 98 of them.

But I think given that historical mistrust that has been built up,
it is very difficult to convince our colleagues. Frankly, in some ju-
risdictions I think there is good reason for that mistrust.

For example, Senator, you know that several years ago the US.
attorneys’ offices in many jurisdictions, including Philadelphi». an-
nounced that they were no longer going to try white-collar ¢ es
under a certain level of loss—under, let us say, $5,000.

Of course, the banks and the financial institutions came to us
and said, well, you have got to pick up these cases. Obviously. we
did have to pick them up. We are not going to allow a situation
where people know that if they embezzle $4,999, they are not going
to get prosecuted.

We picked them up, but the attitude across the country was,
again, Federal prosecutors taking the best part and leavinﬁ cases
whiclh are not as significant and where we cannot achieve the best
results.

I think you are fighting that longstanding, historical mistrust be-
tween State and local prosecutors, which ought to be broken down.

Senator SPECTER. I can see your concern about the Federal pros-
ecutors leaving you the dregs. I just cannot see your concern that a
judge would permit them to bring a prosecution under the Career
Criminal Act in the face of a D.A.’s objection to it.
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Mr. RenpeLL. Well, you have to understand that, again, we face
on almost a daily basis Federal judges, in our judgme..!, interced-
ing into perfectly proper, appropriate, due process State proceed-
ings. A Federal magistrate can reverse a decision of the Pennsylva-
nia Supreme Court.

Senator SpecTteEr. Well, I guess I just need some more experience
as a district attorney.

Mr. Rendell, it is a great pleasure to have you here. We could go
on indefinitely. We will continue this dialog on the sidewalk of
Warden Drive one day soon.

Mr. RENDELL. Thank you very much, Senator.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Rendell follows:]
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PREPARED STATEMENT OF EDWARD G. RENDELL

Initiaily, we wouid iike to express our thanks to Senator Specter and this
sub-committee for extending to us the Invitation to testify and present our views
on this very important issue. For the past two years the Nationai District
\ttorneys Assoclation has had an active Juvenile Justice Advisory Committee
which has examined the nationai issue of juvenile crime In general and the
alarming increase in juveniie violence in specific. Our Committes believes that
it is vitally important that the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act
of 1974 be re-authorized. The axistence of the Act is recognition that juveniie
justice, though handled on the state and local leveis, is a national concern,
and that it is appropriate and, indeed, necessary that the federal government
play a major roie Iin it. The Advisory Committee believes every bit as strongly,
however, that the Act must be amended In some important respects to give both
recognition to the growing problem of juvenlie violence and to allow the Office
of Juvenile justice and Deilnquency Prevention to expend funds on programs
that wiil help deai with this probiem and protect the public safety.

The growing problem of juvenile violence can simply not be understated.
Recent FBI statistics indicate that juveniles are committing 50% of all of the
serious crimes committed in this nation. According to a recent insiaw study,
the rate of juvenile violence has been increasing at a shocking levei.

Between 1960 and 1975 the rate of arrests forviolent juveniie crime rose an
unbeilevable 24l% (In contrast to 1653 increase for arrests for property crimes).
In several major jurisdictions across this country the rate of juvenile violence
has reached epidemic proportions. In many jurisdictions, juve:lles account for
mor~ than one out of every two burglaries committed (Minneapolis - 588,
Seattle - 58%, Joliet, liiinois - 60%, Santa Barbara, Californla - 508, Contra
Costa, California - 603, San lose, California - 508, Philadeiphia, Pennsylvania -
si%, Berks County, Pennsylvania - 508, Ocean County, New Jersey - 608,
Baltimore, Maryland - 483, San Diego - 47%) and over one out of every three
robberles as well (San Jose - 328, Seattle - 448, Oakland County, Michigan -
323, Baltimore - 44%, Philadeiphla -32%). Percentages for rape and aggravated
assault in most jurisdictions are over 25% as well. These figures are absoiutely

staggering when you realize that in the past decade many states,which include
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our v ‘or jurisdictions, have significantly reduced the ege level for the definition

of what is a juvenile. T a consequences of thuese figures are avan mora devastating
as well when you realize that over 2/3 of all serlcus crime In this country is
committed by individuals between the ages of I5 - 20 years So it's clear that

our failure to deal effectively with the violent juvenile creates consistent threats

to pubiic safety even if that juveniie passes into the "adult" category.

Our Committee belleves, therefore, that Congress should take vecagnition
of this problem and amend the Act as it re-authorizes it, Our rvatlonaie for
this request is based on three oremises:

I, that the Act has failed to glve proper attention to the fact
that the public is entitled to be protected from juvenile crime,
and 1s serlousiy endangered by the serious and recidivist

juvenile offender;

2. that in many cases, the traditional treatment/iehabilitative
approach to dealing with juvenile offerders -- the approach that
dominates the philosophy of the juvenile justice snd Dellnguency
Prevention Act in its present form and thus directs federal
actlvities in the juvenile justice field -- does not work and
cannot be expected to work; and

3. that while it may be appropriate to kesp trying that approach
with respect to some juvenile offenders, it Is simply %00 dangarous
to the public to place primary reliance on it in dealing with .
serious and recicivist juvenile offenders; with respect to at
least this class of juvenile offunder, the safety of the public
must be placed above "the brst interest of the juveriie" ard the
federai government should wussist those States and local govern-

meatal agencies that are attempting to do so.

To carry out these changes ir. Loth the philosophy and substance of the
Act, we believe that our most crucial recommendations caal with enlarying the
categories of programs and projects for which federal juvenile justica money
may be spent:

. Law Enforcemunt Activities: The juveiile justice system is a

criminal justice system for lawbreakers of certain wgea, and

must be able (o tespond to serious and recicivist juvenile
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offendars as the adult crimiral justice system responds to

serlous and recidivist adult offenders. Thus, proposed changes

to Section 223(a)(10) of the Act would allow a State to allocate
some of its "formula grant" money to the "ldentification,

spprehension, prosecution, adjudication, disposition, and

post-dispositional control" of serious and recidivist juvenile
offenders -- to pure "law enforcemant" functions. Proposed
new subsection (I3) to Section 224(a) would allow the
Administrator of the Office of Juvenile Justice to make
discretionary "special emphasis" grants for the same purposes.

2. Construction of Secure Juvenlle Facilittes: The lack of secure

facilities for the pre-trial detention and post-adjudication con-
finmnant of those juveniles who, for the sake of the public
safety, must be securely held, has long been a problem for
the States. The problem is about to become most acute as the
Decemmber 8, 1985 deadline imposed by Section 223(a)(l4) of the
Act for the 'removal" of all juveniies from jails and lockups for
adults becomes Increasingly imminent.

There is no question that the practice of holding juveniles
in aduit facilities is undesirable. Under the impetus of the
Juvenite Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act, the States
have made extraordinary and praiseworthy progress in
developing non-secure alternatives to aduit jails and lockups.
The resuit has been Lhat most juveniles who formerly unneces-
ssarily would have been held in aduft facilities are not now
beaing su heid. But even the most ardent advocates of the
remaval of juveniles from adult jails agree that some juveniles
simply cannot be removed to non-secure aiternative facilities,
and must continue to be held securely.

Many States, long dependent on the use of adult jails for
the holding of this class of juvenile, have no aiternate secure
facilit{ies to which to "remove" them. |{f Congress determines that
the removal mandate of the Act must be retained, these States

will have to bufld new, exclusively juvenile facilities. With the

BEST COPY AVAILABLE




E

163

costs of caplital construction 30 high, and with the need for |t
made especlally acute by the clearly high-minded policy mandates
of the federal government, it is only falr, as well as clearly
necessary, for the federal government to land flnancial assistance
to the States for this purpose.

We note that federal assistance in dealing with the serious and repetitive
juvenile offender, including funding for the construction of secure juvenile
faciiities, might be forthcoming as a result of the Justice Assistance Act
which passed the Senate as part of the Comprehensive Crime Control Act
(5.i762). However, the House version of the bill, H.R. 2175, which has
already passed the entire House of Representatives, does not aliow for the
expenditure of federal funds for construction of criminal justice facilities,
either aduit or juvenile. It is also unciear as to whether the Justice
Assistance Act Provision of 5.1762 will survive the House Judiciary
Committee. For these reasons, it is appropriate and probably necessary
that the major federal Act concerning juvenile justice should include
provisions for the protection of the public from juvenile crime and for the
construction of facilities necessary to that end. These are issues which
are as much a concern to the public as any of the others addressed in the
Juvenile lustice and Delinquency Preventlon Act.

The Committee acknowledges the usefulness and importance of the
many juvenile crime prevention, diversion, and rehabilitation aims and

programs undertaken in the past by the federal government as a result of
the Act, and would leave virtually untouched those portions of the Act

which provide for them. We suggest, however, that the vitaily important
aspect of "juvenile justice and dellnquency prevention' has been overlooked
in the Act, and that it Is incumbent upon the Congress to not overlook it

again.

Discussion Concerning Proposed Changes in the Act:

Q

RIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Section i0l(a) The Congress hereby finds that--
(1) juveniles account for almost half the arrests for serious crimes in the

United States today; and a relatively small number of Juveniles account

for a disproportionately iarge number of all juvenile arrests for serious

crimes;

BEST COPY AVAILABLE




154

(2) understaffed, (overcrowded) overburdened juvenile caurts, prosecutors'
offices, probation services, and correctional facilities are often not able

(to provide indlvidualized justice or effective help) either to help juveniles

turn away fram the commission of serlous and repeated crimas or to protect

the public from the commission of such crimes by juveniles;

LI I ]

(5) juvenile delinquency can be prevented though programs designed to
keep students in elementary and secondary schools through the prevention
of (unwarranted and arbitrary suspensions and expuisions) truancy;

LI |

(8) the (juveniie) justice system should give (additional) primary attention
to the problem of {juveniles who commit serious crimes) serigus_and

recidivist juvenile crime, with particular attentior given to the (areas of

sentencing, providing resources for Informed dispositlons, and rehabllitation)

identification, apprehension, prosecution, adjudication, disposition. and.
post-dispositional control of juveniles who commit serioys or repeated

crimes and to the protection of the public from such juveniles.

Discussion: The proposed new clause in subsection (I} of Section l0i(a) reflects
recent social scientific research findings by Dr. Marvin Wolfgang of the University
of Pennsylvania and others (supported largely by grants awarded under the
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act) that a much smaller portion

of all juvenile offenders is responsible for a much greater proportion of ali serious
juvenile crime tiian was ever thought before. The Committes has always held that,
as the proposed change to subsection (8) Indicates, the most Important issue in
juvenile justice is how to deai effectively with this relatively small group of
serious and repetitive Juvenile offenders. The proposed changes to subsection (2)
reflect the unpleasant but undeniable fact that the juvenile justice system,
traditionally oriented toward trying to rehabilitate the juvenile offender, has far
too often failed, that in many cases {though certainly not all) the juveniie has
not been rehabilitated, but has continued to make victims of innocent citizens,
Thus, as the proposed changes to subsect :ns (2) and (9) suggest, the juvenlle
justice system must accept that not aii juveniles can be rehabilitated, and that

while it need not necessarily abandon all effortsat rehabilitating all juveniles,
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its primary posture with respect to at least that small progortion of juvenile
offenders who commit the majority of serious and repeat crimes must be that of
3 criminal justice system,

A propnsed changs to another saction of the Act, Section 103 should be

notad at this point. We propese that subsection (I5) of this definitions section

be chanyed as follnws:
{15} the term "treatment” includes, but is not limited to medical,

special education, social, psychological, and vocatlonal services, corrective
avkl preventive guidance and training, and other rehabilitative services

designed to encourage juveniles to become accountable for thelr actions and

to protect tive publlic, by including services deslgned to benefit addicts and

other users by eliminating their depandance on alcohol or other addictive or

non-addictive drugs or by controlling their deperidence and susceptibility

to addiction or use.

The Comnnittee betlaves that perhaps the most important part of the rehabil-
Itation of any criminal offenider. aduit or juvenile, serlous or minor, recidivist
or flrst-time, is the otfender's coming to accept that he or she is accountable
for his or her actions. The concept of accountabllity has noticeably been lacking
in descriptions of what rehabliitation is about and from rehabilitative treatment
programs themselves, The proposed change in the subsection's definition of
"treatment” so as to include this notion, and the inclusion of an accountability
component in any treatment program implemented pursuant to the Act, is seen
by the Commiitee as absolutely essential if the concept of rehabilitation is to
have real meaniny.

The Advisory Committen proposes one additional change in Section 10i(a),
to subsection (5). Although the concept of keeping juveniles in school as a
method of delinquency prevention is a sound one, the premise upon which this
subsection is based is factually doubtful.
LN I )

2. Sectian 102, (a) It is the purpose of this Act, where consistent with the

safety and protection of the public--

LI 2 3
(6) to assist State and local communities with resources to develop and
Implement programs to keep students In elementary and seconcary schools

and to prevent {unwarranted and arbitra.y suspensions and expulsions)

truancy;

IC w4630 -84 - 13
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(n ...; (and)
(8) ..., and

(9) to assist State and local governments in protecting thy public from

juveniles who commit serious or repeated crimes.

Discussion: The rationale for the proposed change to subsastion (%) is the same
as that for subsection (5) of Section I0l(a). The technical tianges to subsection
(7) and (8) are intended simply to allow for proposed row subsectlon (9.

The new subsection simply makes explicit, as a purpose of the Act, the idea
that the federai government should help State and local guvernments protact the
public from serious and recidivist juvenile crime. The proposed addition to the
first sentence of the Section 102(a) is in line with this notion: that whatever
the federal gc sant doas in the field of juvenile justice, it must do so only
in accord with the - rest of the citizens of this country In not becoming

victims of juvenile crime.

LR B

3,  Section 102. (b) It is therefore the further decfared poticy of Congress to
provide the necessary resources, leadership, and coordination (1) to develop
and implement effective methuds of preventing and reducing juvenile delinquen-
cy, including methads with a special focus an maintaining and strengtheninrg
the family unlt so that juveniles may be rotained in their homes; (2) to
develop and conduct effective programs to prevent rlelinquency, to divert

juveniles other than those juveniles who are charged with or_adjudicated of

having committed serlous or repeat crimes from the traditional juvenile justice

system, (and) to provide critically nesded alternatives to institutionallzation

for juveniles not charged with or adjudicated of having committed serious

or _repeat crimes, and to develop and implement effective institutional and

non-institutional control and treatment programs for juveniles who have been

adjudicated of having committed serious or repeat crimes; (3) to improve the

quality of juverlile justice in the United States; and (4) to increase the
capacity of State and local ¢jovernments and public and private agencles to
conduct effective (juvenile justice) delinquency prevention and rehabilltation

programs, o establish effective secure detention and correctional facilities

for the detention, confinement, treatment and cantrol of juveniles charged
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with or adjudicated of having committed serious or repeat crimes and/or

juvenilies alleged or found to have committed offenses which constitute violations

of valid court orders, and to provide research, evaluation, and traininy

services in the fieid of juveniie delinquency prevention.

Discussion: The first proposed addition to this subsection indicates the view of
the Committee that that ciass of juveniles who commit serious or repeat crimes
ought not to be diverted from the juvenile justice system, but processed through
that system. This is in iine with the Committee's view on accountability as
discussed above. There is rehabilitative value to a juvenile's being called to
account, before a court of law, for committing a crime, particularly when the
crime is a serious one, or when the offender has previously experienced the
benefits of the juvenile justice system. The Committee believes that diversion
programs can be extremely valuable to the proper and efficient functioning of a
Juvenile court system: the proposed change under discussion is simply intended
to prevent the concept of diversion from extending its reach further than it
ought properly to be,

The second proposed change to Section 102(b) reflects our belief that
alternatives to institutionalization, while appropriate for non-serlous and non-
recidivist offenders, and absolutely essential for the proper functioning of a
juvenile court system, are not necessarily appropriate for all offenders. The
primary current need of the States with respect to seriou: and recldivist juvenile
offenders is for secure faciilties. Hence, the third proposed change to Section
102(b) is that one of the purposes of the Act shall be to help the States establish
such facilities.

Under the third proposed change and related proposed changes in Sections
221, 223(a) and 224(a), discussed below, an additional ciass of juveniles could be
heid in secure juvenile facilities constructed under this Act: those juveniles
alleged or found to have committed an offense which constitutes a violation of a
valid court order. Present Cection 223(a)(l2) and OJJDP regulations promulgated
pursuant thereto except this class of juvenlic from the general mandate of the Act
for deinstitutionalization of status offenders. This policy Is recessary to support
the inherent power of a court to enforce its orders and to deal with the handful

of juvenifes who chronically run away from non-secure placements.

* 4 N
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4,  Section 103. For purposes of this Act--
LI
(18) the term “"serious crime" means criminai homicide, forcible rape, mayhem,
kidnapping, aggravated assault, robbery, larceny or theft punishable as a
felony, motor vehicle theft, burglary or breaking and entering, extortlon
accompanied by thrests of violence, (and) arson punishable as a felony,

and the distribution of or possession with intent to distribute narcotic or

addictive drugs;

(15) (see page 4)

(16) the term "juvenile" means ail persons who are subject to the axerclse

of juveniie court jurisdiction for purposes of adjudication _and/or treatment

based on _age and offense limitations as established by ihe applicsbie State

law and does not include any persons of whatever age who are suhject to

the exercise of the jurisdiction of the criminal courts of the State.

Discussion: The inclusion of distribution of or possession with intent to
distribute narcotic or addictive drugs in subsection (i#) In Section 103 reflects
the view of the Committee that these offenses are as "serious" as virtually any
other presently listed in the subsection, and shouid be treated a&s such. The
new subsection (I6) is intended to make explicit in the Act what the legislative
history of the Act indicates: that the States are free to define "juvenile" as
they see fit, and that the Act shall not apply with respect to any person of

whatever age not being treated by the State in question as a juvenile.

5. Section 204(a) The Administrator shali implement overail policy and deveiop
objectives and priorities for ali Federai juvenlie delinquency programs and

activities reiating to prevention, diversion, controi, accountability, tralning

treatment, rehabilitation, evaluation, research, and improvement of the

juvenile justice systam in the United States....

Discussion: The proposed addition of "accountability" in the above section
reflects the Committee's above-discussed position on the issue of juveniles being
held, and hoiding themselves, accountable for their actions. The proposed

addition of "contro!" indicates the beilef that the deterrence of serlous and
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recidivist juvenile offenders, |s sbsolutely 8 pertinent consideration for anyone

concerned with juvenile justice, including the federal government,

LR A ]

6.  Section 221, The Administrator is authorized to make grants ... for the
development of more effective education, training, research, prevention,
diversion, treatment, and rehabilitation programs in the area of juvenile

justice, for the development and implementation of more effective programs

and activities in the areas of the identification, apprehension, prosecution,

adjudication, disposition, and post-dispositional control of Juvenile offenders,

for the construction of secure detention facilities and secure correctional

faciiities exclusively for the detention or confinement of juveniles charged

with or adjudicated of having committed serious or repeat crimes and/or of

|uveniles alleged or found to have committed offenses which constitute

violations of valid court orders, and programs to improve the juvenile

justice system.

Section 223(a)
(10) provide that not less than 75 per centum of the funds available
to such state under section 222, ... shall be used for advanced
techniques in developing, maintaining, and expanding programs and
services designed to prevent juvenile delinquency, to divert juveniles

other than those juveniles who are charged with or adjudicated of

having committed serious or repeat crimes from the juvenile justice

system, to provide community-based aiternatives to confinement in

secure detention facilities and secure correctional facilities; to

encourage a diversity of alternatives within the juveniie justice system,

to establish and adupt juvenile justice standards, (and) to provide
programs (for juveniles who have committed serious crimes, particu-

larly programs) which are designed to improve sentencing procedures, '
provide resources necessary for informed dispositions, and provide

for effective treatment and rehabilitation of juveniles, and to provide

programs which are designed to improve the identification, apprehension,

prosecution, adjudication, disposition, and post-dispositional control of

juvenile orfenders, except that any funds made available under section
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222 may be used for the construction of secure detention facilitles or

secure correctlonal facllities exclusively for tha detention or conflnsment

of juveniles charged with or adjudicatad of having committed serlous or

repeat crimes and/or juveniles alleged or found to have committed

offenses which constitute violations of valid court orders. These

advanced techniques include--
X A A

(H) statewide programs through the use of subsidles or other financial
incentives to units of local government designed to--
(i) remove juveniles from jails and lockups for adults;

(i) replicate juvenile programs designated as exemplary by the
National Institute of Justice;

(ili) estabiish and adopt, based upon the recommendations of the
Advisory Committee, standards for the improvement of juvenile
justice within the State; (or)

(iv) increase the use of non-secure community-based facilltles and
discourage the use of secure incarceration and detention for

juveniles who are not charged with or adjudicated of having

committed serious or repeat crimes; or

(v) construct and facilitate the use of secure detention facilities

and secure correctional facilities exclusively for the detention

or_confinement of juvenilas charged with or adjudicated of

having committed serious or repeat crimes and/or juveniles

alleged or found to have committed offenses which constitute

violations of valid court orders.

A A
(1) ... (and)

L ]

(K)_projects designed to promote the use of restitution and/or community

service as a pretrial or dispositional alternative;

(L) programs desiqned to reduce the commission of crimes in_schools,

on school property, and on means of transportation to and from schools;

and
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(M)_luveniie "career_criminal" programs utiizing vertical prosecution,

coordination among various State, iocal and federal law enforcement and

other public or private agencies and organizations, or other methods

designed to focus resources on the effective identification, apprehension,

prosecution, adjudication, disposition, and post-dispositional control of

juveniles alleged to have committed or adjudicated of having committed

serious or repeat offenses.

Section 227. (a) Funds paid pursuant to this title to any public or private
agency, organization, institution, or individual (whether directly or through
a State planning agency) may be used for--
(1) planning, developing, or operating the program designed to carry
out the purposes of this part; (and)
(2) not more than 50 per centum of the cost of the construction of
innovative community-based facilities for less than twenty persons which,
in the judgment of the Administrator, are necessary for carrying out
the purposes of this part; or

{3) _not more than 50 per centum of the cost of the construction of secure

detention facjlities or secure correctional facllitles which, in the judgment

of the Administrator, are necessary for carrying out the purposes of

this part.
(b) Except as provided by subsection (4), no funds paid to any public or

private agency, institution, or individual under this part (whether directly

or through a State agency or local agency) may be used for construction.

Discussﬁ)p_: Sections 22| and 223(a) are both concerned with the allocation of
federal juvenile justice monies to the States under the "Formula Grants" section
of the Act, the major source of federal juvenile justice assistance to the States.
Section 22| authorizes the Administrator of the Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention to approve State plans for expending formula grant
funds, and delimits the kinds of such activites and programs. Section 223 sets
forth requirements for the preparation and contents of State plans, the kinds of
activities and programs State plans may include, and the restrictions imposed on
any States which desire to apply for formula grants. One notable restriction is
that of subsection (a)(l14) of Section 223, that by December 8, 1985, “"no juvenile

shall be detained or confined in any jail or lockup for adults, ...;",

(:5T COPY AVAILABLE
165

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

162

The most important effect of the proposed changes to Sections 22! and
223(a) (10) would be to authorize the expenditure of formula grant money for “law
enforcement" type programs intended to focus resources particularly on serlous
and recidivist juvenile offenders, and for the construction of secure detention
and correctional facilities for the detention or confin~ment of these classes of
offenders and of those juveniias aileged or found to have committed crimes which
constitute violations of vaiid court orders.

Construction: Under the proposed changes, no State would be r_-e_q_;_;!igd to

spend any portion of its formula grant allocatlon for the construction of any

facllities; rather, & State would simply be permitted to do so. At the present
time, the Act does not parmit a State to make this cholce. The States thus are
barred rrom any federal assistance under the formula grants program in addressing
vnat Is -- or is about to become -- for many States their most urgent juvenile
justice and delinquency prevention problem.

The proposed change to Section 227 removes the bar against the use of
federal assistance under the Act for construction of secure Juvenile facilities. It
also makes it relatively difficult for federai monies to be authorized for this purpose.
Federal assistance may constitute only one-half the cost of construction projects
under the Act; thus a State wishing to build will still have to spend substantial
monies of its own in order to do so. It will also have to comply with the require-
ment of Section 223(a)(20) of the Act that federal funds used for construction
(or for any other purposes) not be used to supplant or replace State, local, or
other non-Federal funds which otherwise might have been made available. Also,

a construction project under the Act must be determined by the Administrator to
be "necessary for carrying out the purposes” of the Act. In order to comply with
the removal requirements of Section 223(a)(l4) for example, it will be necessary
for a State to show that total removal will in fact require additional secure juvenile
bedspace for juveniles charged with hiving committed serious or repeat offenses.
Likawise, should a State apply for funds to build a secure correctional tacility tor
juveniles, it will have to show that such a facility is necessary to carry out the
purposes of the Act as listed in Section 102 (including propcsed new subsection (9)
of Sec:ilon 102, "to assist State and local governments in protecting the public from
juveniles who commit serious or repeaied crimes"}.

Programs for Serious and Repeat Offenders: Under the proposed change to

Section 223(a}{(10), a portion of the 75% of a State's formuta grant allocation must
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be spent on "advanced technlques” concerning the law enforcement type functlons
discusszd in the introductory remarks in this statement, on page |. Thlis proposal

is simple racognition of the fact that these functions are as important to the

juvenile justice system as prevention, diversion, and treatment, and yet the Act

has not previously provided for them.

Proposed new subsection (M) to Section 223(a) (10} provides an example of
an "advanced technique" of the kind discussed above. Proposed new subsections
(K) and (L) are two additional categories of "advanced techniques" which seemed
quite important to the Committee but which are not provided for in the Act at
present,

The proposed changes to Sections 223(a)(10) and 223(a) (10} (H) (iv) are based
on the Advisory Commitiee's belief, discussed on page 10, that diversion from the
juveniie justice system is not always appropriate for juveniles charged with or
adjudicated of having committed serious or repeat crimes, and that such juveniles

are usually not properly detained in non-secure facilities.

7. Section 223(a)(3):

This section provides for the creation of a "state advisory group" to assist
in the preparation of the State plan far expenditure of the State's formula grant
allocation. The pian itself is to provide for the "SAG";

(3) [ The plan shalll provide for an advisory group appointed by the chief

executive of the State to carry out the functions specified in subparagraph (f)

and to participate in the development and review of the State's juvenile

justice plan prior to submission to the supervisory board for final action and

A} which shall consist of nnt less than |5 and not more than 33 persons who

have training, experience, or special knowledge concerning the pravention

and treatment of juvenile justice, ... (E) at least one-fifth of whose members
shall be under the age of 24 at the time of appointment, and at |east 3 of
whose members shall have been or shall currently be under the |urisdiction

of the juvenile justice system; (and) (F) at least one-fifth of whose members

shall be persons actively Involved in the protections of victims' iights or in

providing direct services to victims of juvenile crime; and (G) which (i)

shall ...
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Discussion: We are of the opinlon that if one-fifth of a State advisory group is
to be composed of juveniles who are or who have recently been under the juris-
diction of the Jjuveniie court, it is only fair that another one-fifth of the members
of the group be persons representing the interests of the most neglected and yet

most important party to the juveniie justice system, victims of juvenile crima,

8. Section 223(a):
{(13) {The plan shail] provide that juveniles alleged to be or found delinquent
and youths within the purview of paragraph (12} (status offenders] shall not
be detained or confined in any institution in which they have regular contact
with adult persons incarcerated because they have been convicted of a crime

or are awaiting trial on criminal charges, except that this subsection shall

not apply to those juveniles adjudicated of a serious offense or of a repeat

offense and confined in 8 young adult offender correctional institution which

provides treatment components consistent with the intent of this Act and is

restricted to offenders between the ages of 14 and 25 ycars,

Discussion: The Advisory Committee does not wish to interfere with the mandates
of the Act for deinstitutionalization of all status offenders, and for the removal

of all juveniles from aduit jails and lockups, whether before trial or after. The
proposed change to subsection (13) of Section 223(a) is intended only to recognize
the right of such States as California to confine their most serious juveniie
offenders, pursuant to a post-trial disposition, to mixed Juvenile/young aduit
offender correctional institutions. Such institutions may well benefit the juvenile
offenders confined therein more than a purely juvenile institution would, in that
augmented vocational, training, and other benefits may be available; and the use
of such facilities may be part of a well-considered, statewide plan not to mix,

for example, 7 year old offenders and |4 year old offenders in the same juvenile
correctional institution. In any event, a State shouid have the right to determine
how to deai with its juvenile criminal population, and young aduit offender insti-
tutions are not properly considered adult correctional institutions in the sense con-

templated by suhsection (13) ot Section 223(3) ir. its present form.

[ I
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Section 224(a) The Administrator is authorized to make grants to and enter
into contracts with public and private agencies, organizations, institutions,

or individuals ¢ --
LI B}

(3) develop and impiement effective means of diverting juveniles other

than those juveniles charged with or adjudicated of having committed

serious or rupeat crimes from the traditional juvenile justice and

correctionai system, ..,
(5) deveiop statewide programs through the use of subsidies or other
financiai incentives designed to--
(A} remove juvenilas from jalis and lockups for adults;
(B) establish and adopt, based upon recommendations of the Advisory
Committee, stand...ds for the improvement of juvenile justice within
the State;
(C) replicate juvenile justice programs designated as exempiary by
the National Institute of Justice; or

(D) construct and facilitate the use of secure detention facilities

or_secure correctional faciiities exclusively for the detention or

confinement of Juveniles charged with or adjudicated of having

committed serious or repeat crimes and/or of juveniles alleged or

found to have committed offenses which constitute violationy o_f

valid court orders.

(12) develop and impiement special emphasis prevention and treatment
programs relating to juveniles who commit serious or vepeat crimes(.);

(13) develop and implement programs designed to improve the identifi-

cation, apprehension, prosecution, adjudicatlon,ﬂgmsltlon, or post-

aispositional control of fuveniles alleged to have cominitted or adju-

dicated of having committed serious or repeat crimes; and

(14) construct and facilitate the use of secure detention facilities and

secure correctional facilities exclusively for the detention or confine-

ment of juveniles charged with or adjudicated of having committed

serious or repest crimes and/or of Juveniies alleged or found to have

committed offenses which constitute violations of vaiid court orders,
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Discussion: The above described proposed rhanges to 3ection 224, which create
the "special emphasis® grants program administered by the Administrator of 0JIDP,

parallel proposed changes to Section 223 (concerning formula grants) discussed

above. Subsection (3): diversion Is not an appropriate Jispusition of a case
involving a serious or repeat crime; subsections (5)(D) and (14): the Administrator
should have the discretion to award grants for construction of secure juvenile
facilities, under the stringent requirements of proposed new Section 227(a)(3);

and subsection (13): special emphasis grants should be available for programs

and projects involving "law enforcement” functions in the juvenile justice system.

Senator SprcteR. Thank you very much for coming.

I would like now to call Mr. Lyonel F. Norris. Mr. Norris, we
very much appreciate your being here. We have your prepared
statement; we thank you for submitting it to us and we look for-
ward to your testimony.

STATEMENT OF LYONEL F. NORRIS, MINNEAPOLIS, MN

Mr. Norris. Thank you for inviting me to address this commit-
tee, Senator. The first thing I would like to touch on before I get
into anything substaniive is [ would like to direct your attention to
page 9 of the administrator’s statement, wherein the administrator
alludes to the fact that the runaway youth bill has allowed—and 1
think he uses the words, the effect of the JJDP Act on runaway
youth has been to effectively emancipate them or to allow those
who would leave home a free hand.

I would contend that this statement is a gross misstatement of
fact. Some 12 years ago, I was a runaway and I turned to law en-
forcement agencies, which apparently the Administrator believes
will provide troubled youth with services and assistance.

I was returned home with not so much as a question as to why I
had left home. I do not quite understand how that fits into his
overall statement, but it troubles me to think that some 12 years
after the Runaway Youth Act was passed, the Administrator is
now taking the position that law enforcement can, in fact, do what
they have never been able to do, which is to service children and to
provide aid and assistance while they are away frum home.

He further goes on to make an argument for detaining status of-
fenders in secure facilities. When I was 16 and on the street, de-
taining in a secure facility meant to me going to jail, whatever it
was called. And I would submit to this committee that this is even
more true than it was then.

Senator SpecTir. Some 12 years ago, you testified before the
Senate when you were 17 on the original legislation pre-dating the
Runaway and Homeless Youth Act. Would you briefly describe for
us today what your personal experience had been prior to that
time?

When did you first run away from home, Mr. Norris?
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Mr. Norgis. 1 left home at 14 for 2 days, 36 to 48 hours.
Senator Sprcrrr. How many times did you run away from home?
Mr. Norris. Three.

Senator SpecTER. And what led you to do that?

Mr. Norris. The situation at home was virtually unlivable. By
that I mean there was a consistent pattern of psychological and
physical abuse. I would attribute it essentially to a lack of caring,
not so much to sterness on the part of parents.

I have no problem with some discipline. The degree of discipline
is what the essential problem was at my home. In addition, there is
a need on the part of adolescents to go out and learn things on
their own. I never had that opportunity until I left home.

Senator SprcTER. How did you support yourself at the age of 14?

Mr. Norris. You do a lot of hustling, whatever it takes. person-
allg was involved in some minor thefts.

enator SprcTeER. Were you arrested and prosecuted?

Mr. Norris. No. I was never caught.

Senator SpecTer. When and how did you learn of the D.C. run-
away house?

Mr. Norris. There was at that time, I guess you would call it a
newspaper called the Quicksilver Times, and in rummaging
through some old trash cans I came across a copy of it. It looked
interesting and I looked in the classifieds, I believe, and there was
a rather large-print ad.

Senator SpeEcTER. What effect did participation in the runaway
youth program have on your later life?

Mr. Norgis. I could keep you here all day telling you that effect.

Senator SpECTER. Oh, no, you cannot. [Laughter.]

Mr. Norris. I was in a runaway house proper for about a month,
give or take a few days, and in that initial period it was impressed
upon me that life on the street was both short and very difficult.

At that time, it seems in retrospect that I was given the opportu-
nity to make some choices about how I wanted to live, whether I
wanted to stay on the street or whether I wanted to do something
else. I would say that that was a critical period.

But my experience in the runaway youth program was extended
far beyond that month. I was involved with the program for some
2% years, and in those 2% years the impact was ultimately to
change me completely.

Life on the street is very difficult. What I do now is just as diffi-
cult and it is far more lucrative.

Senator SprcTrR. What is your occupation?

. Mr. Norris. I am a law clerk for the Honorable Michael J. Davis

mn-——-

Senator SpECTER. You are a lawyer?

Mr. Nogrnis. Yes.

Senator SpecTER. When did you graduate from law school?

Mr. Norris. In 1983, University of Minnesota.

Senator SpECTER. And was the opportunity accorded you through
the facilities of the runaway program very instrumental in restruc-
turing your life?

Mr. Norris. The suggestion that I might perhaps be able to go to
college came directly from Runaway House. During those years
that I was in college and before college, jobs were made avajlable
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to me. Resources that I would not otherwise have had available to
me were made possible; opportunities were made possible during
that period.

I would think that that is the most important aspect of my expe-
rience during my stay in the streets, so to speak.

Senator SPECTER. And your brother and sister stayed home?

Mr. Norris. My brother had gone before I did. My brother, at
last report, was residing in the Lorton Reformatory. Of course, he
did not have the opportunity that 1 had to slow down.

My sister stayed home until she was 14 and she is now a resident
of the North Carolina State Prison for Women.

Senator SPECTER. So your brother and sister are both in jail?

Mr. NoRris. Yes.

Senator SPECTER. And you have made a life for yourself and a
success of yourself?

Mr. Nogrris. I think so.

Senator SPECTER. And to what extent do you credit the runaway
services in the difference in your life from that of your siblings?

Mr. Norris. The difference between my life and that of my sib-
lings is stark, as is the difference between the systems of juvenile
justice that they entered. They entered into the traditional juvenile
justice system. [ never entered that system. Therefore, I never had
the opportunity to remain in that system as they did.

They went in at 14 or 15 and never came out. I never went in;
never will go in.

Senator SpkcTER. Well, we very much appreciate ycur being
here, Mr. Norris, coming from Minneapolis. Your full statement
will be included in the record.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Norris follows:]
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PREPARED STATEMENT OF LyoNer F. Horr1s
Soame twelve piars o aqgo, T offeroed to this cosmitten test imony
inorepp et o Urhe 2oy Youth Act o, Phat 1 izt ition of fered
anist g to o me oand thowsinds of people Tike me who found Lhoem-
selves gway from hoao,alene, and without hope.  When the help of
that leaislation, hundreds of caring people were able to inter ject
themselves into our lives and for a great many of us, thosce people
made a difference,  There is no accurate measure of that difference,
for there is no measure of the effectiveness of concern,

1 knocked on the door of Washington's Runaway llouse in the
Spring of 1970 4fter two wecks of aimless wandering throughout
the castorn seabeard, T had 1eft home with no clear idea of
where I was aoing or how T would support myself when T got there,
Towas sicteon yvears old and 1 had $33,00 in hand when 1 left home,
It was my third and lorgest run,  If T had no idea of where I
was going, T was sare that wheroever it was had to be a biotter
place than whore T owas coming from, Runaway House was a fortuitous
atop for me and it proved to he my last stop. I was lucky.

T wis inwolved with Runaway House ang il's satellite
cornanity for two and one-half years, During these years, I )
Toattet to valse ryself and the 1ives of those around me, At
Fasmadey Eouse et preple that T could trust and whem T am
prod to ety frioads teday.  Renavay Hou o was, for e, far
) S S R place to stayr it was a hore, 4 place of
Wl m iy e and chelter from the vaoniies of 1ife on the
Strecte it W o place it welcened the $outhful traveler with
no gt ronyg and fow dreueds,

When the Ronaway Yooth Ach was cnacted, there were programs
ertenon o thecehe st e i atian, e wore et ter than
OFhcr s e s | e (e Childven than others,  But
hey Shoro b concs 1 with o+ ho Livgor inheront in beinag a
e e an Ches nbrect o e b e e fower programs for runaway
Yothonew o reae indiv gty e ®wiliing to cxploit children,
Lot there be ng mintake abo 0 ope thing:  runiway children are

valtner ahle v nyene whe je s HNing to provide safo cheltor,

P e boro to the S0l e or othor authoritics when they
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are in danger for fear of being revealed; there is, in reality,

no place for them to turn for help, save the safe harbors of these
runaway youth programs. In that lies the importance of this
legislation.

I owe a great deal to the creators and staff of Runaway
House. In my 2% year involvement with that program, I was given
the opportunity to define realistic goals for my life; I was
shown that there were alternatives to life on the streets and
I learned that my life was valuable, not a thing to be wasted
in the uncertainties and dangers of street life. Of course,
these lessons were not magically bestowed upon me when I entered
Runaway House. They were the result of years of interest and
concern on the part of the various staff members and associates
of Runaway House. The people that extaended the helping hand
on that day in May of 1970 continued, at each junction in my
life, to extend that hand. They understood, as I understand,
that ongoing help is a necessary precequisite to coping with
those probiems that instigated the flight. Runaway House was
a beginning for me and that ongoing care and concern allowed me
the opportunity to change my life.

Since I left the Washington area and the Runaway House
community, 1 have completed college and law school. I now make
my home in the great state of Minncsota, Star of the North., I
plan to enter a doctoral program in history in the fall. When
I left home, I never cxpected to complete high school, much less
college. It is abundantly clear to me that if Runaway House had
not. been there, 1 would not be here.

This legislation merits every consideration of this committee
and of the Congregs in its entirety, The children on th2 streets
of this nation deserve this bill as well as their parents. 1In a
time of budget deficits and governmental retrenchment, short
term savings are often appealing for the results are quickly
obtained and casily seen. This committece, however, must consider
the lony-term impact of this legislaticn and lives should not

be weasnured by annual budgets,

My presence here is some indication of what can be accomplished

by the reauthorization of this bill., 1 was given a chance to
temake my life and I think that the runaway youth of today deserve

no less.
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Senator SPECTER. Your story is certainly a success story. It gives
us all encouragement that the efforts we are making under the
Runaway Youth Act are important. It is great to see you dapper
here today and a law school graduate and, obviously, projecting
well and speaking well, with a bright professional career ahead of
you.

Mr. Norris. Thank you, Senator.

Senator SpECTER. Congratulations to you, and congratulations to
so many people who are here at the hearing today who are advo-
cates and exponents of the juvenile justice program and the fund-
ing for the Runaway Youth Act. Thank you very much.

Mr. Norris. Thank you.

Senator SpECTER. I would like now to call our final witness,
Acting Commissioner Lucy C. Biggs, Administration for Children,
Youth and Families, Office of Human Development Services, U.S.
Department of Health and Human Services.

Ms. Biggs, unfortunately we do not have much time. We do have
your statement, and it will be made a part of the record.

It you will need very much time to testify, we will be pleased to
hear you at a later date with Mr. Regnery. I am advised by staff
that you can be rather brief.

Ms. Bicas. I can be.

Senator Spectir. Why do vou not proceed?

STATEMENT OF LUCY C. BIGGS, ACTING COMMISSIONER, ADMIN-
ISTRATION FOR CHILDREN, YOUTH AND FAMILIES, OFFICE OF
HUMAN DEVELOPMENT SERVICES, US. DEPARTMENT OF
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES, ACCOMPANIED BY DAVID A.
RUST, DIRECTOR, OFFICE OF POLICY AND LEGISLATION

Ms. Bicas. Thank you. I have brought Mr. Rust with me. If there
are any questions after my testimony, 'wth of us would be willing,
to answer them.

Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the oppo:tunity to appear before you
and the other distinguished subcommittee members who are inter-
ested in the reauthonrization of the Runavay and Homeless Youth
Act, which is Title III of the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Pre-
vention Act.

The Runaway and Homeless Youth Act nrovides funds for com-
munity-based programs that primarily serve the immediate needs
of runaway and homeless youth and their families. The act author-
izes grants for such services as temporary shelter, counseling, and
after-care in settings outside the law enforcement and juvenile jus-
tice system.

The program is udministered by our agency, the Administration
tor Children, Youth and Families. I would like to turn to our reau-
thorization proposal, which is a proposal to extend this program,
The Administration submitted to the Congress yesterday legislation
wliich proposes a 3-year extension of the authority of the program,
and will also include a provision to eliminate the barriers to the
use of for-profit organizations in this program.

This proposed will allow the Department to select the most quali-
fied service providers in order to assure the most efficient and ef-

)
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fective provision of services to our runaways and to the families of
these runaway youth.

In almost every sector of social service and public service, for-
profit organizations have provided and continue to provide compa-
rable quality services at competitive prices. The Federal Govern-
ment already provides funds to other types of for-profit organiza-
tions, which include direct payments to tor-profit hospitals, home
health agencies, and others.

The Department is requesting an authorization of $10,5604,000 for
fiscal year 1985. We would look to a $10,746,000 figure for fiscal
year 1986, and for 1987 a $10,977,000 amount to carry out the func-
tions of this particular act.

The fiscal year 1985 request of $10,504,000 is the approximate
historical level for this program from 1973 through 1982. It will
support approximately 170 runaway and homeless youth projects
across our Nation in each of our States and territories. We will see
that that takes place, in addition to a national toll-free hotline
service.

While most frequently thought of on a national scale, runaway
and homeless youth remain largely a State and local problem. The
evaluation that was provided to us by the GAO found that approxi-
mately 73 percent c¢f runaway and homeless youth come from the
immediate geographic areas of the centers from which they sought
services.

Recognizing that the problem of runaway and homeless youth is
therefore one which is, and should be, treated first and primarily
with State and local resources, this proposal would ensure that cen-
ters are available in every State for runaway and homeless youth.

Moreover, these resources would continue to be used to support
the best approaches within each State, as determined through com-
petition for funds, as opposed to providing ongoing funds for the
same centers year after year.

We have had many accomplishments since 1980 in the reauthor-
ization of the program. Over the first 3 years of the current author-
ization, fiscal years 1981 through 1983, the runaway and homeless
youth program has provided services to an estimated 600,000 youth
and their families through the tollfree runaway switchboard.

The centers funded in this period have served another approxi-
mately 600,000 youth on both a drop-in and emergency shelter
basis. Over the same 3 years, the number of coordinated networks
funded by ACYF has risen from 8 in the fiscal year of 1981 to 11 in
1983, with an expected 15 to 20 to be funded in 1984,

These networks are associations of runaway youth agencies and
other social service agencies, and may include gtate and local gov-
ernments. They are intended to strengthen the coordination of all
the resources and services to assist runaway youth and homeless
youth and their families.

Permit me to offer a brief review of our most recent activities.
During 1983, we assisted centers for runaway and humeless youth
in assessing State and other public and private sources of funds in
the support of the runaway and homeless youth centers.

We know that approximately 25 percent of the centers’ operating
costs was provided by the runaway and homeless youth program,
while 37 percent was provided by State and local governments.
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We supported the National Communications Center at a level of
$360,000, and this system includes the national runaway switch-
board, which provided referral and crisis intervention to approxi-
mately 200,000 runaway and homeless youth during that year.

We awarded grants in the third and fourth quarters of fiscal
year 1983 to 228 centers, awarding $17.5 million for the support of
these centers in the 50 States, the District of Columbia, Puerto
Rico, the Virgin Islands, and Guam. Additionally, one-time
strengthening center grants were added to 110 of the existing cen-
ters to improve their efforts, in the areas of outreack:, aftercare and
program nianagement.

The Department of Health and Human Services funded runaway
and homeless youth centers which provided ongoing crisis interven-
tion and shelter services to approximately 50,000 youth. Another
150,000 youth received one-time counseling or referral services on a
drop-in basis.

Approximately 50 percent of the youth who received ongoing
services were reunited with their families. We are extremely
pleased to be able to give that statistio. Twenty-five percent were
placed in other positive living arrangements, such as friends’
homes, or group or relatives’ homes, and 17 percent were placed in
other stable living situations, such as boarding school. An estimat-
ed 8 percent returned to the streets.

In fiscal year 1984, ACYF expects to award grants in support of
240 centers for runaway and homeless youth. This will be an in-
crease of 12 over 1983. We will continue funding for the national
runaway switchboard, and will work with the switchboard to in-
crease its technical capability and, certainly, its services to youth
and families.

The fiscal year 1984 funds will also be devoted to the support of
special projects to encourage networking activity among the cen-
ters, the States and the local agencies in the areas.

I would also want to refer quickly to the missing children’s——

Senator SPECTER. Are you just about finished?

Ms. Bigas. Yes; one paragraph.,

I would refer quickly to the missing children'’s legislation, the
Missing Children’s Act of 1983 introduced by you and your distin-
guished colleagues.

The new activities proposed in that bill—a national toll-free tele-
phone line and a national resource center and clearinghouse—
would be operated by the Department of Justice. We certainly
would defer on questions about that act to the Department of Jus-
tice, but wi would also want to say that we would be most interest-
ed in cooperating and coordinating our services with the Depart-
ment of Justice in implementing that particular act.

Thank you.

Senator SpecTeER. Thank you very much. We appreciate your
being here.

Ms. BigGs. Thank you,

Senator SpecteR. The hearing is concluded. Thank you.

Whereupon, at 12:15 p.m., the subcommittee was adjourned.]

[The prepared statement of Ms. Bipgs follows:]




174

PrepArRED STATEMENT OF Lucy C, Breas

Mr. Chairman, 1 appreciate the opportunity to appear before
this distinguished subcommittee to discuss the reauthorization
cf the Runaway and Homeless Youth Act, Title III of the

Juvenile Justice and Delinguency Prevention Act.

In 1973, the Secretary of the then Department of Health,
Education and VWelfare established an Intra-Departmental

Commit tee on Runaway Youth., This was in response to national
concerns about runaways, escalating numbers of delinquency
cases brought into juvenile courts throughout the country, and
the determination of the U.S. Senate Judiciary Committee to
develop an alternative to jail for status offenders. The
following year, Condress established the Runaway Youth Program
under Title TII of the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Prevention Act of 1974. 1In 1977, the program was broadened to
include homeless youth, and in 1980, the drant funding process
was statutorily changed to include a State allocation based on

youth population.

The Runaway and Homeless Youth Act provides funds fou
community-based programs that primarily serve the immediate
needs of runaway and homeless youth and their families. The
Act authorizes grants for such services as temporary shelter,
counseling, and aftercare in settings outside the law
enforcement and juvenile justice system., The program is
administered by the Administration for Children, Youth and
Families (ACYF), within the Office of Human Develoment

Setvices,

PROPOSED REAUTHORIZATION

I would like to turn to our proposal to extend this program.
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The Administration submitted to the Congress yesterday
legislation which propcses a three-year extension of the
authority for this program and will also include a provision to
eliminate the barriers to the use of for-profit organizations

in this program.

This amendment will aliow the Department to select the most
qualitied service providers, in order to assure the most
efficient and effective provision of services to runaway and
other homeless youth, irrespective of the for-profit or

nonprofit status of applicants,

In alrost every sector of social and public service, for-profit
orgarizations provide comparable quality services at
competitive prices. The Federal governinient already provides
funds to other types of for-profit organizations, including

direct payments to for-profit hospituls, home health agencies,

and mental health centers as weil as indirect social servica
payments for homemaker programs, day care services, and
transportation subsidies, Increasingly, for-profit
organizations are emerging which combine good business

practices with very capable services to various groups.

The Dupatrtment is requesting an guthoriza“ion of $10,504,000
for Fiscal Year 1985, $10,746,000 for Fiscal Year 1986, and
$10,977,000 for Fiscal Year 1987, to carry out the functions of

the Runaway and Homeless Youth Act.

The Fiscal Year 198% request of $10,504,000 is the approximare
historical level tor this program from 1973 through 1962, and
will support approximately 170 runaway and homeless youth
projects as well as the national toll-free runaway youtt,

hot line,
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WHile most frequently thouyght of on a nhational scale, runaway
and homeless youth remain largely a State and local problem.
The evaluation by the GAO found that approximately 72 percent
of runaway and homeless youth come from the immediate

geographic areas of the centers from which they sought serv.ces.

Recognizing that the problem of runaway and homeless youth iJ
therefore one which is, and should be, treated %irst and
primarily with State and local resources, this proposal would
ensure that centers are available in every State for runaway
and homeless youth. Moreover, these resources would continue
to be used to support the best o saches within each State, as
determined through competition fcr funds -- as opposed to

providing ongoing funding for the same centers year after year.

Funding for centers would thus be awarded on a one-time basis,
with centers competing annually for new awards. This approach,
used in Fiscal Years 1983 and 1984 tor all centers except the
42 which received 1nitial funding under the Act in Fiscal Year
1961, along with selection criteria emphasizing the ability of
pProjects to continue activities from other sources of funding
after the vne-time grant 2xpires, has promoted the uce ot
Runaway and Homeless Youth Act funds for start-up costs or to
improve an existing program rather than as a sole source of
funds, On averade, each receives only 25 percent of its total
budjet from the Runaway and Homeless Youth Proygram, and uses

thcse dollars to leveraye extensive support from other sources.

ACCOMPLTISHMENTS SINCE 1980 REAUTHORIU“TIOH

Over the first three years of the current authotization (Fiscal
Years 1981-1983), the Runaway and Homeless Youth Program has
previded services to an estimated 600,000 youth and their
fam.lies through the toll-free Rinuaway Switchboard. The
centers funded 1n this period have served approXimately 600,000

youth on both a drop~in and an emeryency shelter basis,
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Over the same three years, the number of coordinated networks
funded by ACYF has risen fron eight in Fiscal Year 1981 to
eleven in Fiscal Year 1983, with an estimated 15 to 20 to be
served in Fiscal Year 1984, the last fiscal year of Lhis
anthorization. These networks are associations of runaway
youth agencies and other social service agencies, and mnay
include State and local governments. They are intendea to
strengthen the coordination of resources and € ‘rvices to

runaway and homeless youth and their families,

RECENT ACTIVITIES

I would like to briefly review for you the major activities
recently conducted under this legislation. During Fiscal Year

1983:

o We assisted centers for runaway and homeless youth in
assessing State and other public ang private sources
of funds in the support of the runaway and homeless
youth centers, Approximately 25 percent of the
centers' operating costs was provided by the Runaway
and Homeless Youth Program, while 3% percent was
provided by State and local governments,

.

o We negotiated an interagency agreement with the
Department ot Justice to assess the availability,
coordination, and delivery of services to vulnerable
youth, incluling runaways, at regiovnal and State
levels. This project, being coordinated through
vatious state agencies, Indian Tribal governments, and
ACYF's Regional Resource Centers, is being conducted
in nine regions and involves 14 States, The outcomes
ob this activity will include the development of
strategies for improving the coordination and delivery

of youth services at the State and local levels.
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We awarded 37 discretionary grants for a wide range of
projects. The outcomes of these projects will provide
innovati. e strategies for addressing the needs of

runaway and homeless youth and their families,
including prevention. Specific projects include
innovative techniques for reuniting runaways with and
strengthening families; testing various types of
independent living arrangements for 16 and 17
year-olds who cannot return home; effective outreach
practices to encouraye participation in shelter
nrograms by youth who are initially unwilling to go to
a runaway center; and tec'niques for preventing or

intervening in juvenile prostitution.

We participated in the work of the Coordinating
Council of Juvenile Justice and belinguency
Prevention, the National Institute of Corrections and
the Hational Advirory Committee on Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention., Separate initiatives with
member agencics of the Coordinating Council included
the development of a runaway and homeless youth
resource guide tor ACTION and a rural resource guide
on the provision of runaway and homeless youth

services tor the Department of Agriculture.

We supported the Hational Communications System at a
level of $350,000. This system, which includes the
Hational Runaway Switchboard, provided referral and
c¢risis o intervention services Lo approximately 200,090
runawd/ and nomeless youth and their families during

Fiscal Year 1983,

We conducted a short-term evalaation of the operations

and technical adequacy of the Switchhoard to assess
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its pertormance and to identify opportunities fcr
improving its capacity, efficiency, and overall
effectiveness. fThis evaluation indicated that the
Switcuboard's services and staff are of high quality;
the use of vaolunteers is effective; and relative
operating costs are low. We are now carrying out
technology and management systems improvements which

the evaluation identified for u;.

o We used the Progrem Performance Standards for the
assessment of center programs, and conducted 67
on-site proaram performance reviews during Fiscal Year
1983. Ail centers supported by the Program were also
required to submit a self-ascessment evaluation
documenting their adherence to the Program Performance

Standards,

0 We awarded grants in the third and fourth quarters of
FY 1983 to 228 centers for runaway and homeless youth,
awarding $17.05 million for the gupport of centers in
the fifty States, the District of Columbia, Puerto
Rico, the virgin Islands and Guam. Additional ;,
ore-time "strengthening® center grants were awarded to
110 existing centers to improve their efforts in the

areas of outreach, aftercare, and program management,

o DHHS-~tunded runaway and homeless youth centers
provided ongoing crisis intervention and shelter
services to approximately 50,000 youth. ?nother
150.000 youth received one-time counseling or referral
services on a "drop-in" basis., (These service levels
reflect Fiscal Year 1982 grant awards made late 1n the
t1scal year )

N

Y 50 percent of the youth who received
TN N N g s
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onguiny services were reunited with their families.
Twenty~five percent were placed in other positive
living arrangements such as friends', group or
relatives' homes; and 17 percent were placed in other
stable living situations such as boarding schools. An

estimated eight percent returned to the streets.

PLANS FOR THE CURRENT FISCAL YEAR

In Fiscal Year 1984, ACYF expects to award drants in support of
240 centers for runaway and homeless youth. This will be an
increase of 12 over the number of centers funded in Fiscal Year
1983, We will continue funding for the National Runaway
Switchboard, and will work with the Switchboard to increase its
technical capability to serve increased numbers of youtlh and

families.

Fiscal Year 1984 funds will also be devoted to the support of
special projects to encourayge networking activity among the
centers, States and other agencies active in the field of youth
services. We Will also fund technical assistance projects Lo
address such priority areas as reuniting families, independent
living, outteach, and combatting juvenile prostitution and

sexual exploitation,

GAO REVIEW OF Tlili PROGRAM

In September 1983, we received a report on the quality and
efficiency of the Runaway and Homeless Youth Program prepared
by the U.S. General Accounting Office. This report was
generally positive, and I would like to review for you

highlights ot the findings,

The Report found that "the youth who were gerved, the centers'

environments, and the services that were provided were
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generally those that had been anticipated in the statute.® It
found further that "“youths, parents, staff members, and
community service personnel were in agreement that the program
14 important and that its services are useful.,"™ The GAO
believes, however, that more quidance is required from the
bepartment "reyarding the priorities that centers should yive
to aftercdare services versus crisis intervention, to outreach
etlorts to youths who are at risk on the streets versus youths
who ate ieferred, and to activities that develop coping and

living skills versus those that provide unstructured free time."

We addressed two of these ureas -- outreach and aftercare —-
through the award of what we called "strengthening center
grants® in Fiscal Year 1983. We look forward to the
development of etffective service techniques and models that can
be widely disseminated to centers across the country to assist
them in improving the services they provide in these two

arcas. The issue of improving the use of leisure time is being
addressed more informally, during the program reviews and other

site visits to the centers.

The effectiveness of the services provided by the centers was
also documented through interviews conducted by GAQ. fThe
teport tells us that 96 percent of the youths, and a like
percentage of parents, thought that the center staff were doing
a4 good job. 'This appraisal, the GAO found, was echoed by
others in the community such as professional service providers,

school personnel, and police.

MISSING CHILDREN'S LEGISLATION

I would like now to comment briefly on 5.20)4, the Missing
Children's Assistance Act of 1983, introduced by you and

twenty-one of your distinguished colleaques on vctober 27,
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1983, Since the new activities proposed in that bill -- a
national toll-free telephone line and a nativnal resource
center and clearinghouse -- would be operated by the Department
ot Justice, I will defer to that agency for comments on the
specific details of the proposal,

L
However, I want to take this opportunity to assure you and your
colleagues that we at the Department of Health and Humah
Services also are concernced about the tragic problem of missing
children. We are committed to using the resources and
authorities we have in cooperation with other Federal, State,

local and private organizations to address this problem.

This concludes my opening remarks, I would like to thank you
for the opportunity to testify toaay before this distinguished
Subcommittee, and will be pleased to answer any questions that

you might have,

BEST COIY AVAILAZLE
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MISSING CHILDREN’S ASSISTANCE ACT

TUESDAY, MARCH 13, 1984

U.S. SENATE,
SUBCOMMITTEE ON JUVENILE JUSTICE,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC.

The subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, in room SR-885, Rus-
sell Senate Office Building, commencing at 10:10 a.m., Hon. Arlen
Specter (chairman of the subcommittee), presiding.

Present: Senator Denton.

Staff present: Mary Louise Westmoreland, chief counsel; Ellen
Greenberg, professional staff member; Rick Holcolm, counsel for
Senator Denton; Tracy McGee, chief clerk.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. ARLEN SPECTER, A U.S. SENATOR
FROM THE STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, CHAIRMAN, SUBCOMMIT-
TEE ON JUVENILE JUSTICE

Senator SpeCTER. Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. I regret
the late start here. But the schedule in the Senate calls for quite a
number of overlapping subcommittee meetings. There was one
scheduled at 9:30 on the Labor, Health and Human Services Sub-
committee, which I had to attend. So it has resulted in delaying a
start on this hearing.

Today's hearing marks the fourth in a series of hearings conduct-
ed by the Subcommittee on Juvenile Justice to consider the reau-
thorization of a vital piece of legislation, the Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention Act. The reauthorization of this act is pro-
vided for in the Missing Children’s Assistance Act—S. 2014—which
I introduced last October. This bill now has 51 cosponsors, evidenc-
ing strong bipartisan support.

At subcommittee hearings last February and June 1983 on the
reauthorization of the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Preven-
tion Act, we focused specifically on the principal mandates of the
act, namely the removal of juveniles from adult jails and lockups
and the deinstitutionalization of abused, neglected, deprived, and
status children. Last week we heard testimony from a law enforce-
ment representative, a former runaway youth-turned-attorney, and
an official from the Department of Health and Human Services
who conveyed the adminisiration’s support for the reauthorization
of title 1T of the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act,
the Runaway and Homeless Youth Act. At our March 21 hearing,
Alfred Regrery. Administrator of the Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention, will testify on the administration’s posi-
tion on the reauthorization of title II of the act.

As an alternative to the confinement of noncriminal youth in
secure juvenile detention facilities and the incarceration of juve-
niles in adult jails and lockups, the Juvenile Justice and Delin-
quency Prevention Act emphasizes the need for community-based
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programs. These programs include foster care, group homes, half-
way houses, community supervision, and home-based detention.

Alternatives to secure detention not only provide rehabilitative
services to troubled youth but are also cost-effective and save space
in our already overcrowded jails for serious juvenile offenders
awaiting trial as adults. According to the American Justice Insti-
tute, jailing a juvenile without any necessary services costs an esti-
mated $24 per day whereas placement in a secure juvenile deten-
tion facility with full services costs $61 per child per day. These fig-
ures are in sharp contrast to the costs of alternative placements
hike home detention at $14 per day and group homes at $17 per

ay.

Federal leadership in the administration of juvenile justice is
provided to the States in other areas as well. Programs have been
developed and tested in such areas as delinquency prevention,
treatment of serious and violent juvenile offenders, programs to
strengthen the family and maintain youth in the traditional school
system or alternative learning situations, advocacy activities to
protect the rights of youth impacted by the juvenile justice system,
and training and technical 4ssistance programs for law enforcemnt
officers, juvenile court judges, and other Federal, State, and local
government personnel involved in the juvenile justice field. The
support expressed by the National Governors’ Association, in addi-
tion to many other State and national agencies and organizations,
for the continuation of the Federal juvenile justice program attests
to its importance and significant contribution.

We are pleased to have with us here today representatives from
youth service agencies across the Nation who have dedicated years
of service and expertise to prevent juvenile delinquency and ensure
the prevision of effective services to youth in crisis.

We will first hear from Edward Earnest. executive director, Inno-
vative Resources, Inc., Alabama. Our second witness will be June
Bucy, chief executive officer of the National Network of Runaway
and Youth Services, who will testify on behalf of the National Col-
laboration for Youth, a group of 14 agencies including American
Red Cross and the Boy and Girl Scouts of America.

We will then hear from William Treanor, executive director of
the National Youth Work Alliance, followed by Edward Earnest,
executive director of Innovative Resources, Inc., in Birmingham,
Al. These gentlemen will discuss the range of activities their agen-
cies provide which are consistent with the inter.t of the Juvenile
Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act.

Our final withness will be Barbara Fruchter, executive director
of the Juvenile Justice Center in Philadelphia, PA. Mrs. Fruchter
will relate her successful efforts to effect the passage of the Penn-
sylvania bill to prohibit the incarceration of juveniles in adult jails
and lockups and her ongoing activities in this direction.

I regret the delar which has inconvenienced my distinguished
collengue from Alabama, Senator Denton. We will begin  * this
point by calling an Senator Denton for the purpose of introducing
the exccutive director, dward Earnest, Innovative Resuurses, Inc.,
Alabama.

Senator Denton, we welrome you here in the role of a temporary
witness,
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OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. JEREMIAH DENTON, A US.
SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF ALABAMA

Senator DENTON. Mr. Chairman I attended a number of your
subcommittee hearings. Those of you who do not know, usually
subcommittee hearings are attended by only the chairman himself,
because others have commitments elsewhere. This morning the dis-
tinguished Senator from Pennsylvania was involved in another
hearing, and we have this overlap of duty and he does not need to
apologize to me because I have been in the same bind many times.

Mr. Chairman, it is with a great deal of pleasure that I infroduce
Mr. Edward Earnest, executive director of Innovative Resources,
Inc, which encompasses the Community Incentive Treatment for
Youth Program [CITY] Birmingham, AL, and the Developing Ala-
bama Youth Program [DAY] in Shelby County, AL.

Those programs, which have received State and national recogni-
tion, work to provide an alternative for incarceration of juveniles,
They also provide a way to prevent crime by young people, and
they offer a haven for children who have fallen through the cracks
and are not receiving help from agencies, churches, or other insti-
tutions. By involving the community in the resolution of youth
problems, it has successfully proven that crime can be effectively
reduced

The programs accomplish their objectives by way of a threefold
approach; first, working with the family to strengthen the family
unit; second, coordinating; and third, local resources, and teaching
young people how to succeed in the community. The approach not
only helps to reduce crime, but also affects the problems of schoot
violence, school dropout rate, and teenage pregnancy. As a collater-
al consequence, it helps reduce the demand on tne entire welfare
system.

Mr. Chairman, the success of the Alabama programs is in one re-
spect the direct result of the dedication and professionalism of the
staft and their director, Ed Farnest. Ed is eminently qualified,
having obtained a bachelor’s degree in social work in 1973 from the
University of Alabama, and having worked in various Jjuvenile pro-
grams since 1970.

Mr. Chairman, Ed’s background is so extensive that I ask, that a
copy of his resume be made a part of the hearing.

Senator Sprctkr. Without objection, it will be made part of the
record.

[The material referred to follows:]
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Edward E. Earnest

ADDRESS : 3744 Haven View Circle
Birmingham, Alabama 35216

(205) 822-1829

DATE_OF BTRTH: August

HEALTH: Excellent
EDUCATION: BRSW, 1973,

WORK_HISTORY:

January 1981 - Present
Job Title:
Responsibilitiers:

1976 - 1981
Job Title:
Recponsibilities:

il 190

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

1943

University of Alabama

Innovative Resources, Inc.
Executive Director
Founded this non-profit organization
in June 1979, The primary purpose
of this organization is the develop-
ment of effective educational and
scrvice programs for youth., 2s
Fxercutive Director, I am responsible
for the total organization. 1In
March, 1983, the programs developed
and managed by this organization
were designated as a model by the
Hational Ceoalition for Jail Reform;
in July 1983 the MNational Council of
Juvenile and Fawmily Court Judges
presented Innovative Resources
the Award for "Unique and Innuvative
Juvenile Justice Prougram for 1983",

Re .abilitation Rescarch Foundation
Assistant Director

(1) peveloped a training program

under a workshop forrat ko train
school personnel in methods of
providing individualized instruction
to disadvantayed youth.

(2) Responsible for the design and
development of a vocational assessment
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1975 - 1976
Job Title:
Responsibilities:

June 1975 - October 1975
Job Title:

Responsibilities:

1972 - 1975
Job Title:

Responsibilities:

program, a pre-vocaticnal training
program, and an individual referral
program under a grant from the
Comprehensive Employmunt Training
Program.

(3) Responsible for Program Operations
(4) Responsible for management of

a $270,000.00 grant.

The assessnent program we developed

is now statewide in Alabama,

Alabama Department of Youth Services
Director Day Treatment Programs

Full implementation of cight. day
treatment programs desiyned after

the C.I.T.Y. Program model. Respon-
sible for budgeting; facility setup;
recruitment, selection, and training
of personnel; program implementation;
program evaluation, and public
relations,

Alabama Department of Youth Services
Acting Assistant Superintendent
Alabama Youth Services, Roebuck Canpus
Overall responsibility for 125
personnel. Responsibilities included
the supervision of all cottaqge,
counseling, recreational, and
educational supervisors and the
development of a 24 hour institutional
treatment program.

Ridgecrest children's Center,
University of Alabama

Director

Juvenile Rehabilitation Program
(1) Development of philosophy and
design of a non-residental program
for youth appearing before the
court. This was the beginning of
the C.I.1T.Y. concept.

{2) Budgeting

(3) Grant development

(4) Recruitment, selection and
training of staff

(5) Supervision of program operation
(6) Development of on-going
evaluation procedur. s
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1970 - 1972

Job Title:
Responsibilities:

October, 1973:

August, 1974:

September, 1974:

August, 197°%:

June 1982:

December, 1982:

University of Alabama
Ridgecrest Children's Center
Counselor

Ccounseling and supervision of
emotionally disturbed children,
ages eight to twelve years

Alabama Council on Crime & Delin-
quency Conference

"The Juvenile Rchabilitation Program:
An alternative to the Incarceration
of Youth."

American Correctional Association
Congress

Houston, Texas

*Second Year Report on the Juvenile
Rehabilitation Program."

Presentation on the Juvenile
Rehabilitation Program, Ridgecrest
Childrens Center, by invitation to
a joint meeting of the Law Enforce~
ment Assistance Administration and
the National Institute on Law
Enforcement and Criminal Justice,
Washington, D.C.

American Correctional Association
Congress

Louisville, Kentucky

"Third Year Report on the Juvenile
Rehabilitation Program."

National YOuth Workers Alliance
Conference

Washington, D.C.

"Evaluation as a Positive Compunent
of Treatment."

Southern Legislators Conference on
Children and Youth

Hilton Head, South Carolina

"The Community Intensive Treatment
for Youth Concept: An Effective
Alternative to the Institutionali-
zation of Youth."

References Provided Upon Request
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Senator DENTON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

In addition, to have successfully worked with juveniles who have
been problems, he has the empathy and compassion acquired from
being a youth who experienced trouble with the law himself and
who received juvenile services. Ed is truly to be commended for
turning his life around and for dedicating that life to troubled juve-
niles.

As an Alabamian, Mr. Chairman, I am proud of what Ed Earnest
and his staff have done for the young people of Alabama. I thank
you for honoring my request to have Ed appear today. I look for-
ward to his testimony, and I will be interested to see whether his
success in Alabama can serve as a model for programs throughout
our Nation.

Mr. EArNEST. Thank you.

Senator SpecTkRr. Thank you, Senator Denton.

Mr. Earnest, I will return to you at this time. Your full state-
ment will be made a part of the record. Our practice is to request
that there be a brief summary in the range of 5 minutes, so that
leaves the maximum amount of time for questions und answers.

STATEMENT OF EDWARD E. EARNEST, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR,
INNOVATIVE RESOURCES INC., BIRMINGHAM, Al

Mr. EARNEST. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. And thank
you, Senator Denton.

[ want to thank you, Mr. Chairman, for the opportunity to
appear before this most important subcommittee and for sponsor-
ing S. 2014, the Missing Children's Assistance Act.

I also want to take a moment to thank you, Senator Denton, for
cosponsoring S. 2014. Your interest and concern in the youth of our
Nation is clearly shown in your recognition of the family as the
most basic institution in the development of this great Nation.

Your support of a Federal effort in locating missing children and
your support of the reauthorization of the Juvenile Justice Act fur-
ther exemplifies your concern and compassion for our youth.

I also want to express my deepest gratitude to you for bringing
our effort to the 'tention of this most important subcommittee
and ask your cor. ed support of efforts to strengthen the tamily
unit as a means ou: solvine many of the problems experienced
throughout our Nation.

Mr. Chairman, there are those who say the goals of the Juvenile
Justice Act have been met. and that the Office of Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention is no longer needed. I would challenge
this statement,

In 1982 in Alabama alone, there were 429 juveniles held in adult
jails and 492 nonoffenders held in secure detention facilities. Pre-
vention is nonexistent, and placing prevention efforts with educa-
tion, welfare, et cetera, will only lead to greater fragmentation of
services,

There are those who say prevention cannot occur. Yet I want to
briefly describe an effort that not only prevents juvenile crime but
also reduces the commitment of youth to the State, reduces child
detention days, and reduces costs associated with crime.
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The original CITY Program was under the direction of Ridge-
crest Children’s Center of tne University of Alabama, and was
funded through a grant from the Alabama Law Enforcement Plan-
ning Agency. This was in 1972. This program resulted in an 85-per-
cent reduction in the commitment of youth to the State of Ala-
bama. And a 5-year followup performed by the court shows 16 per-
cent of the youth enrolled in that center had been convicted of new
felonies after enrollment.

There are two centers currently in operation, the CITY Program,
Gadsen, AL, and the Developing Alabama Youth [DAY] Program
in Shelby County, AL. The CITY Program is funded 95 percent by
the Jobs Training Partnership Act and 5 percent by the local
school systems. The DAY Program is funded 65 percent by the Job
Training Partnership Act and 35 percent by the Shelby County
School System. In addition, contributions to the programs have
been made by individuals, civic clubs, and business.

These youth centers are coeducational, nonresidential facilities
are designed to meet the needs of youth in their home community.
The focus of the centers is to teach youngsters how to succeed in
the community.

There does not appear to be one single problem that leacs a
youth down the path of criminal behavior. Rather there is usually
a combination of problems, including but not limited to problems
in the home, problems in the school, and problems in interactions
with peers and authority figures. Often these youths have weak
social skills and lack basic employment skills.

When any combination of these problems are present, additional
problems begin to surface, low self-confidence, poor self-image, feel-
ings of worthlessness.

1t is often difficult for adults to deal with these problems in their
lives, but for adolescents, these problems become devastating. All
of us, especially teenagers, have a strong need to feel accepted, to
feel a part of something, to feel a sense of belonging, to feel worth-
while. And if these are not found within their schools or with their
peers, they begin seeking acceptance and belonging on the streets
and delinquent behavior begins.

Mr. Chairman, before the point of delinquznt behavior not much
is done to help these youth. When the youth ends up in the court,
action begins to be taken, generally in the form of probation. If a
probation officer attempts to find the services and training needed
by a youth, he or she finds that most services are specialized and
are unable to meet the multiple needs of the youth. The probation
officer finds he/she must coordinate with four, five, or six different
agencies, each operating under different requirements and differ-
ent regulations.

Senator SpecTeER. Mr. Earnest, I would like, if it is agreeable to
you, to direct your attention to the portion of your testimony
where you have commented on a couple of bills which are pending
before the subcommittee. Particularly I would like to draw your at-
tention to the status offenses. You have commented on page 2 of
your testimony that S. 520, the Dependent Children’s Protection
Act is long overdue. You refer to the number of children who are
in the State of Alabama who have not been educated and have
committed no oftense, yet they are in custody.
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One of the concerns which this subcommittee has-—and I know it
is shared by Senator Denton—is whether it is appropriate for the
Federal Government to mandate that the States not keep in jails
so-called status offenders, neglected, runaways. And this brings up
the issue of States rights.

Senator Denton and I have quite a deal to do with our colleagues
on this issue. But I understand from your written testimony you
believe the situation is serious enough that the Federal Govern-
ment ought to simply say we have put up with it long enough
where these status offenders are in custody, and we simply ought
to have the Federal prohibition against it

Mr. EARNEST. Mr. Chairman, from the time [ was 12 to 23 years
of age I spent 9% years in incarceration. Three and one-half years
of that was in juvenile institutions where many, many youngsters
in the 1950's were institutionalized who had not committed any
crime, who had not committed any crime against any individual.

Senator SPECTER. And you were institutionalized for 9 years?

Mr. EARNEST. Nine and a half years.

Senator SprcTER. May 1 ask; How old are you now?

Mr. EARNEST. Forty.

S(‘ie_:)nator SpecTER. During what age span were you institutional-
ized®

Mr. EarNEesT. Twelve to twenty-three.

Senator SPECTER. And what was the reason, if I may ask?

Mr. EArNEST. Burglary and grand larceny.

Senator SpecTER. But you saw that there were others who were
institutionalized who had committed no crimes?

Mr. EARNEST. No crime whatsoever.

I also saw these youngsters abused. I saw these youngsters and I
know of incidents of them being sexually assaulted. They were in
no condition whatsoever to deal with the population with which
they were placed who was involved in criminal behavior.

Senator SpecTER. They were sexually assaulted by other——

Mr. EARNEST. By other people in the juvenile institutions.

S]fonator SpecTER. Were they sexually assaulted by guards as
well’

Mr. EARNEST. No.

Senator SpecTER. And what ages were these children who were
sexually assaulted?

Mr. EARNEST. Ages 12, 13, 14,

Senator SpecTER. They were being sexually assaulted by some-
what older inmates”

Mr. EArNEST. Yes; 13-, 14-, 15-, and 16-year-olds.

Senator SPeCTER. They were really defenseless?

Mr. EArNEsT. Right.

Senator SprcTer. What do you think about the point, Mr. Ear-
nest, which concerns Senator Denton about the Federal Govern-
ment mandating these programs without paying for them? We are
not going to pay at the Federal level; we are going to go right back
to Pennsylvania and Alabama and say to the citizens, it is your ob-
ligation, you have got to have decent facilities but you have got to
pay for them yourselves.

Do you think it is something that has to be done?
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Mr. EarNgst. | think it has to be done because when a person
commits a crime against another person or a property crime or
something like this, then they have taken an action in which there
is an understanding of a possibility of losing freedom, having their
freedom removed. When children have not committed a crime
against another person or against property, removing that young-
ster’s freedom to me just appears totally wrong. There are no good
studies to show the effect of incarceraton. Some say that it is good
because it gets them off the street. Well, in ordinary institutions I
am not sure which is worse, the streets or the institutions.

But the simple removal of freedom when a youngster has not
committed a crime against another person or theft, I just think it
is totally wrong. I think that this freedom has to be protected. I
think they are institutionalized because of their age, period, and
for no other reason.

Senator SPECTEK. One final question, Mr. Earnest, before turning
it over to Senator Denton.

That is the subject of the authorization in the Office of Juvenile
Justice and Delinquency Prevention. You have already noted there
are some who believe the Justice Department has taken this posi-
tion that we will not have to have OJJDP any more. Do you strong-
ly disagree with the Department of Justice’s view on that? Do you
think that OJJDP ought to be reauthorized?

Mr. EARNEST. Yes, sir, I do. Eliminating OJJDP is going to cause
more fragmentation. The school systems are not going to deal with
the youngsters who are creating problems in the schools. They are
going to expel those youngsters and put them on the streets. The
welfare system is not going to pick up on these youngsters. The
mental health system is not going to pick up on them.

These youn%sters are going to run the streets until something
happens that brings them to the attention of the court. Our efforts
in the 1960's, early 1970’s demonstrated to us there is no coordina-
tion of these services.

I think this is why there must be a focus on juvenile justice, and
I think there has to be a coordinating point. And to me this is what
OJJDP should be.

Senator SPECTER. Senator Denton.

Senator DENTON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Earnest, as you may know, I am trying to bring together a
bipartisan congressional effort to look compreﬁensively at the need
for welfare reform, really to make it more efficient. And there are
some people who are receiving less aid than they should, and a
number who are receiving more aid than they should. We have no
wa{, for example, to add up the in kind and monetary pay that
welfare recipients now receive.

You say that your program not only has a positive imgact o
crime, but addresses both directly and indirectly the pro lem f
school violence, dropout rate, and teen pregnancy, and through
these the welfare system.

Can you say how it impacts the welfare system?

Mr. EArNEST. In basically two ways. First, directly with the teen-
age adolescent who is experiencing problems, whatever the prob-
lems are, whether it is related to school, whether it is related to
court, or whatever. These are the teenagers who have the highest
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probability to eventually end up on the welfare rolls. And they will
end up there because, (1) their academic skills usually function 5, 6
years below grade level so they cannot succeed in school, and they
drop out of school, and (2) they have no marketable job skills.

There is generally no probiem at home that cannot be resolved.
Very often it is a cycle thing. Not only is the current family on
welfare but the past family, past generation, was also on the wel-
fare rolls. Many of these youngsters have younger siblings that are
on welfare.

When we go and work with the total family and bring together
all the resources in the community, bring together the welfare
system, the mental health system, the unemployment gystem, and
bring all of these to bear in working with that family, problems
can be resolved. You cannot just address the problem with the
child. You have to address the problem of the family.

For example, 47 percent of our kids come from homes where no
one is employed. This problem has to be resolved. We currently
have—I know in Shelby County we have five of the parents now in
skill training, enthusiastic that they will eventually become em-
ployed. These people have not been employed for years.

Now, if they become employed, they will go off the AFDC rolls.
And these youngsters, more importantly, if they obtain the skills
:‘hey need to succeed in the community, they will not go on wel-
are,

We have had five girls in our Gadsden Program, who came into
the program, either pregnant or already with babies and were al-
ready receiving AFDC. None of the five are now receiving AFDC.
All five are employed and supporting themselves.

This to me is the way to deal with the welfare problem. Address
the problems in the community, and in the home and family, and
to strengthen the family unit. It is somehow the impression that it
is because families do not want to work or these adults are lazy or
whatever. This may be the case sometimes. I think with many it is
a case of having reached a point of hopelessness.

Most of what I have found is people who are wanting to be self-
supporting. They want to take pride in themselves. But they have
been beaten down so long, and they have no skills to market, that
when they can have a chance to develop those skills, they will take
it, and they will do it. And this is how the programs impact the
youth. It deals with the problems early and teaches youngsters how
to succeed in their community and become a productive member of
the community.

Senator DENTON. So you would agree with the point which we
tried to look into at our last hearing in the Subcommittee on
Family and Human Services, which I chaired, where we tried to in-
vestigate the advisability of increasing parental involvement in
such programs as drug abuse by children, alcohol abuse, mental
uealth treatment that is offered by sociologists, psychologists, psy-
chiatrists, and adolescent sexuality counseling.

Do you tend to agree with this involvement?

Mr. EARNEST. Yes, sir.

Senator DENTON. When juvenile treatment programs become in-
stitutionalized and become part of the bureaucracy, sometimes it
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becomes difficult to ascertain whether the programs are actually
successful in serving the juveniles.

The CITY Program by all possible gauges would be judged suc-
cessful in light of the national and State recognition and statistical
data that you outlined concerning the juvenile once they leave the
programs.

What single factor in your mind would be the best indication of
the relativity of success to the CITY approach?

Mr. EaArNEST. Our first goal was to reduce juvenile crime, and
second, to reduce commitment of the youngsters to the State. This
is easily measured. Qur State Department of Youth Services has
thorough statistics. The district court has statistics. It is easy to
count how many are committed or how many petitions were filed
with the court.

Our objective then becomes to prevent youngsters from reaching
the court. We do this by working with the schools, schools referring
youngsters to the program rather than expelling them and putting
them on the streets.

If an approach is taken to dealing with the school problems by
dumping these youngsters on the streets through expulsion without
any backup services to help these youngsters deal with problems
that are creating this behavior, then we are going to deal with
them later, and we are going to pay a much higher price as these
kids enter the juvenile justice system or enter the adult criminal
justice system.

There needs to be performance accountability. I think one of the
most unanswerable questions in the juvenile justice system, wheth-
er you ask community programs or institutions, is what percentage
of the kids who went through your program were convicted of a
felony or an offense within a year after leaving that program. You
will not get any answers. There is no followup.

We have programs funded at the State and Federal levels for
which we have no idea whether they are effective in reducing juve-
nile crime or preventing institutionalization of youngsters. The
data is not there. And it is not there because there is no demand
for this kind of followup. And I think this demand has to come
from this body and our State legislative bodies.

Senator DENTON. Mr. Chairman, I will ask one more question
and, to save time, submit another question for the record if I may.

Senator SpecTER. Of course.

Senator DENTON. Mr. Earnest, I commend you for performing
this service for our“young people and for our State.

Can the success of the CITY concept be duplicated in other areas
of Alabama: can it be duplicated in other areas across the United
States? And what is the easiest or most expeditious way of effect-
ing that duplication?

Mr. EArNEsT. I have no doubt in my mind it could be duplicated
in Alabama. There are currently nine juvenile court judges who
want these centers, who are willing to use the centers in lieu of
institutionalization. All this concept needs to work is an atmos-
phere of cooperation between the juvenile court, juvenile probation,
schools, and the program. There has to be an agreement that the
programs will be data based and they will collect relevant data, not
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a bunch of data that does not amount to a hill of beans. And there
has to be involvement from the community,

One of the reasons I think it will work in Alabama and any-
where else in the Nation is these programs do not belong to Inno-
vative Resources, our organization. These programs are placed
under a local foundation consisting of people from business, church
affiliated organizations, local agencies, and youth. These programs
are not under th auspices of Innovative Resources or a Govern-
ment bureaucracy. Instead they are under the auspices of local
people dealing with local problems.

The objective here is for them—the local foundations—not to just
look at this program, but to look at the needs of young people in
their community as a whole. What .+~ the problems in the school?
What are the problems in recreatior.” Jo kids have anything to do?

For example, not too many years a50 you could go to a movie for
35 cents. That was a long time ago.

Senator DENTON. I can remember a dime.

Mr. EARNEST. Now it is $4. So when a teenager tries to take a
date out to the movie, by the time they pay for the tickets and buy
the popcorn, they have to spend $20.

As long as these local foundations have the desire and are will-
ing to followup on youngsters, a willingness to cvaluate, not from a
standpoint of cutting anybody’s throat, but evaluation in the sense
of fine tuning, making programs constantly better, the programs
will remain effective.

In Etowah County we have reduced commitment of kids by 92
Percent in a 3-year period of time, from 51 to 4 kids.

The cost to institutionalize in Alabama is $20,006 a year. The
cost of this program is approximately $3,200. The State of Alabama
nas been saved $1.3 million over the past 3 years alone,

The program can be implemented anywhere. The only question—
I have with the program is where implementation can be done.
Some experimentation would have to be done to determine the best
design for large metropolitan cities such as the District of Colum-
bia and for small rural areas of about 30,000 population,

But when you get a 92-percent reduction in commitment of
youngsters just by utilizing local resources, local people getting in-
volved in their local problems, it can be done anywhere.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Earnest and the response to a
written question from Senator Denton follow:]
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PREPARED STATEMENT OF EpwArRD E. EARNEST

‘P, CHAIRMAN:

HAVING BEEN INVOLVED WITH THE JUSTICE SYSTEM FOR SEVERAL YEARS AND
BECAUSE I AM VERY CONCERNED ABOUT OUR NATION'S YOUTH, I WANT TO COMMENLD
YOU, MR. CHAIRMAN, FOR SPONSORING, AND YOU, SENATOR DENTON AND OTHERS FOR
COSPONSORING S.2014, "THE MISSING CHILDREN'S ASSISTANCE ACT OF 1983.¢
SINCE I HAVE LITTLE EXPERIENCE IN THE AREA OF MISSING CHILDREN, WITH THE
EXCEPTION OF TEENAGE RUNAWAYS, I WILL DEFER DISCUSSION ON MISSING
CHILDREN TO THOSE WITH GREATER EXPERTISE ON THE MATTER. HOWEVER, SINCE
I BELIEVE THE WELFARE AND SAFETY OF OUR CHILDREN MUST BE ONE OF OUR NATION'S
TOP PRIORITIES, AND, SINCE THE PLIGHT OF MISSING CHILDREN EXTENDS ACROSS
LOCAL AND STATE BOUNDARIES, AND, SINCE THE ACT GURANTEES COORDINATED
AND COMPREHENSIVE PROGRAMS AT THE FEDERAL LEVEL TO ASSIST LOCAL AND STATE
AUTHORITIES IN THE SEARCH FOR MISSING CHILDREN, I STRONGLY URGE PASSAGE OF
S.2D14,

MR. CHAIRMAN, WITH YOUR INDULGENCE, I WOULD ALSO LIKE TO BRIEFLY
COMMENT ON §.522, "JUVENILE INCARCERATION ACT OF 1983" AWD S.520, "DEPENDENT
CHILDREN'S PROTECTION ACT OF 1983."

EACH YEAR APPROXIMATELY ONE-HALF MILLION JUVENILES ARE LOCKED UP IN
ADULT JAILS AND ONLY ABOUT TEN PERCENT OF THESE JUVENILES ARE HELD FOR
SERIQUS OFFENSES. MR. CHAIRMAN, THE JUNGLES WE CALL OUR ADULT JAILS, BY
THEIR VERY NATURE, ENCOURAGE DELINQUENCY AND CRIMINAL BEHAVIOR. THE
PSYCHOLOGICAL, SOCIAL, AND PHYSICAL EFFECTS ON THESE YOUTH ARE DEVASTATING.
IT IS NO COINCIDENCE THE SUICIDE RATE FOR JUVENILES PLACED IN ADULT JAILS
IS FIVE TIMES GREATER THAN THE SUICIDE RATE IN THE GENERAL POPULATION AND
EIGHT TIMES THE RATE FOR JUVENILES PLACED IN SEPARATE JUVENILE DETENTION

CENTERS .

MR. CHATRMAN, A PICTURE INDELIBLY ETCHED IN MY MEMORY IS THAT OF A
NINE YEAR OLD BOY WHO HAD BEEN PLACED IN THE STENCH FILI.ED DRUNK TANK OF
THE LOCAL COUNTY JAIL. THE BOY WAS/éOHERING IN ONE UF THE CORNERS, VERY
SCARED. WE WERE TOLD HE WAS A DISTURBED KID AND THIS WAS HOW THEY CONTROLLED
HIM. WE CONTACTED AN ATTORNEY WHO OBTAIMNED HIS RELEASE. MR. CHAIRMAN, THE

SADDEST PART OF THIS STORY IS THIS TOWN HAD A MENTAL HEALTH CENTER, A
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STATE MENTAL HOSPITAL WITH AN ADOLESCENT UNIT, AND A RESIDENTIAL CENTER

e

FOR EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED CHILDREN, AGES EIGHT TO TWELVE YEARS. THE

RESOURCES WERE THERE, BUT THEY WERE NOT USED.

A GREAT DEAL OF MONEY HAS BEEN MADE AVAILABLE OVER THE PAST FEW

YEARS TO REMOVE CHILDREN FROM ADULT JAILS, YET THE NUMBER OF CHILDREN

BEING PLACED IN THIS SITUATION REMAINS HIGH. BECAUSE OF THE REASONS GIVEN

AND OUT OF CONCERN FOR THE SAFETY AND WELL-BEING OF QUR NATION'S YOUTH,

I ASK YOUR STRONS SUPPORT FOR S.522.

MR. CHAIRMAN, 5,520 "DEPENDENT CHILDREN'S PROTECTION ACT OF 1983"

IS LONG OVERDUE. THERE ARE APPROXOMATELY THIRTY-FIVE YOUTH UNDER THE

CARE AND CUSTODY OF THE STATE OF ALABAMA WHO HAVE NOT BEEN ADJUDICATED TO

HAVE COMMITTED AN OFFENSE 'THAT WOULD BE CRIMINAL IF COMMITTED BY AN ADULT.

ALTHOUGH OUPR. STATE DOES NOT, THROUGH THE JUDICIAL ARTICLE, ALLOW THE

INSTITUTIONALIZATION OF STATUS OFFENDERS OR CHILDREN

IN NEED OF SUPERVISION,

IT DOES HOWEVER, ALLOW FOR COMMITMENT TO THE STATE FOR VIOLATION OF PROBATION

THESE CHILDREN ARE COMMITTED UNDER THIS CIRCUMSTANCE, MR. CHAIRMAN, THESE

CHILDREN HAVE HAD THEXR FREEDOM REMOVED, " "'®Y HAVE BEEN PLACED IN PERSONAL

DANGER BY BEING PLACED WITH YCUTH WHO HAVE A LONG HISTORY OF CRIMINAL
BEHAVIOR,

THEY HAVE BEEN ALIENATED FROM FAMILY AND PEERS, AND THEY ARE

STIGMATIZED BECAUSE THEY ARE IN A "REFORM SCHOOL , "

MR. CHAIRMAN, THIS

IS WRONG. TH

ESE CHILDREN HAVE NOT COMMITTED ANY OFFENSE THAT WOULD BE
CRIMINAL IF COMMITTED BY AN ADULT. THESE CHILDREN HAVE BEEN COMMITTED TO

THE STATE BECAUSE OF THEIR AGE AND NOT DUE TO A CRIMINAL ACT. IN MY

OPINION, THE CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS OF THESE CHILDREN ARE BEING VIOLATED.

MR. CHAIRMAN, IT IS NOT ALWAYS INDIVIDUALS WHO PHYSICALLY, EMOTIONALLY,

AND SOCIALLY DAMAGE CHILDREN, TO OFTEN, THIS DAMAGE IS PERPETRATED BY

THE SYSTEM THROUGH THE PLACING OF CHILDREN IN ADULT JAILS AND THROUGH

THE COMMITMENT OF CHILDREN wHO EXHIBIT NON-CRIMINAL BEHAVICR 70 THE CARE AND

CUSTODY OF THE STATE. MR. CHAIRMAN, AND MEMBERS OF THE COMMITTEE, 3.520

AND S5.522 G0 FAR IN PROTECTING CHILDREN FROM THIS DAMAGE, aND ¥O'LD

STRONGLY ENCOURAGE THEIR PASSAGE,

MR. CHAIRMAN, MY PURPOSE FOR BEING HERE TODAY IS TO DESCRIBE A CCHCEPT

THAT HAS PROVEN TO BE BOTH AN EFFECTIVE AND ECONOMICAL ALTERNATIVE TO
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THE JAILING AND INSTTITUTTOUMALIZING OF CHILDREN: THE “COMMUNITY INTENSIVE
TREATMENT FOR YOUTH (C.I.T.Y.) CONCEPT." SINCE TIME WILL NOT PERMIT A
THOROUGH DESCRIPTION OF THE C.I.T.Y. APPROACH TO WORKING WITH YOUTH, I

ASK THAT A REPORT ENTITLED "THE COMMUNITY INTENSIVE TREATMENT FOR YOUTH
(C.I.T.Y.) CONCEPT, A REPORT," DATED FEBRUARY 28, 1984, BE ENTERED 1NTO THE

RECORD IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWLNG MY STATEMLAT.

THE ORIGINAL C.1.T.Y. PROGRAM WAS UNDER THE DIRECTION OF 1HE
RIDGECREST CHILDRLYN'S UaidTER, THE UNIVERSITY CF ALABAMA AND WAS FULDED
THROUGH A GIAMT FROM THE ALABAMA LAW ENFORCEMENRT PLANNING AGENCY., THIS
PROGRAM RESULTED IN AN 85% REDUCTION IN THE COMMITMENT OF YGUTH TO THE
STATE OF ALABAMA, AND A FIVE YEAR FOLLOW-UP PERFORMED BY THE COURT SHOWED
16% OF THE YOUTH ENROLLED IN THAT CENTER HAD BEEN CONVICTED OF NEW FELONIES.
THERE ARF TWO CENTERS CURRENTLY IN OPERATION: THE C.I.T.Y. PRIGRAM,

GADSDEN ,ALABAMA AND THE DEVELOPING ALABAMA YOUTH (DAY) PROGRAM, SHELBY COLNTY,
ALABAMA, THE C.I.T.Y. PROGRAM IS FUNDED 95% BY THE JOBS TRAIWING PARTHERSHIP
ACT AND 5% BY THE LOCAL SCHOUL SYSTEMS. THE SHELBY COUKTY CENTER IS FUNDED
65% JOBS TRAINING PARTHNERSHIP ACT FUNDS AND 35% SHELBY COUNTY SCHGUOL SYSTIM
FUND>. IN ADDITION, CONTRIBUTIONS TO THESE PROGRAMS HAVE BEEN MADE BY
INDIVIDUALS, CIVIC CLUBS, BUSINESS.

THESE YOUTH CENTERS ARE CO-EDUCATIONAL, NON-RESIDENTLAL FACILITIES
DESIGNED TO MEET THE NEEDS OF ADOLESCENTS 12-18 YEARS OF AGE WHOD ARE
EXPERIENCING PROBLEMS BEYOND THE CONTROL AND ASSISTANCE AVAILABLE IN THE
COMMUNITY. AS A MULTI-DIMENSIONAL PROGRAM EMPHASIZING HABILITATION RATHLx
THAN CONTROL THROUGH FEAR AND INCARCERATI? ‘HE CENTERS FOCUS ON EQUIPPIKG
THE ADOLESCENT WITH THE SKILLS NEEDED TO ™" UT THE DEMANDS OF MODERN SOCIETY.

MR, CHAIRMAN, THE RATIONALE BEHIND TH¥ C.I.T.Y. CONCEPT IS TO BE
FOUND IN A DESCRIPTI(M OF THE CHARACTERISTICS OF ADOLESCENTS WHO COME
REPEATEDLY TO THE ATTENTION OF THE COURT.

THERE DOES NOT APPEAR TO BE ONE SINGLE PROBLEM THAT LEADS A YOUTH
DOWN THE PATH OF CRIMINAI BEHAVIOR., RATHER, THERE IS USUALLY A COMBINATION
OF PROBLEMS OFTEN INCLUDING, PUT NOT LIMITED TO, PROBLEMS IN THE HOME,
PROBLEMS IN THE SCHOOL, AND PROBLEMS IN THEIR INTERACTIONS WITH PEERS

AND AUTHORITY FIGURES., OFTEN, THESE YOUTH HAVE WEAK SOCIAL AND BASIC
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EMPLOYMENT SKILLS, wWHEN ANY COMBINATION OF THESE PROBLEMS ARE PRESENT,
ADDITIONAL PROBLEMS BEGIN TO SURFACE: LOW CELF~-CONFIDENCE, POOR SELF-IMAGE,
AND FEELINGS OF WORTHLESSNESS. IT IS OFTEN DIFFICULT FOR ADULTS ‘IO COPE
VIITH THESE PROBLEMS, BUT FOR ADOLESCENTS WHU ARE EXPERIUKCING SO MANLY
CHANGES IN THETR LIVES, THESE PROBLEMS BECOME DEVASTATING, ALL OF Us,
ESPECIALLY TEENAGERS, HAVE A STRONG NFED TO FEEL ACCEPYTLDR, 70 FEEL A PART
OF SOMETHING, TO FEEL A SENSE OF BELONGING, Tu FEEL WORTNWHILE. WHEN AN
ADOLESCENT CAN NGT MEET THESE BASIC NEEDS IN TPEIR HOME, 1IN THEIR SCHOOL,
OR WITH THEIR PEERS, THEY BEGIN SEEKING THIS ACCEPTANUE AND BELGHGING ON
THE STREETS AND DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR BEGINS, MOTIVATED OFTEN BY THE NEED
TO BE ACCEPTED IN THE STREET CONTRA-CULTURE,

MR, CHAIRMAN, UP TO THE POINT OF DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR, NOT MUCH Is
DONE TO HELP THE YOUTH DEAL WITH THOSE MANY PROBLEMS. ONCE THE DELINQUENT
BEHAVIOR BEGINS OCCURRING AND THE YOUTH ENDS UP IN THE COURT, ACTIOMN BEGINS

TO BE TAKEN, GENERALLY IN THE FORM OF PROBATION., IF A PROBATION OFFICER

ATTEMPTS TO FIND THE SERVICES AND TRAINING NEEDED BY THE YOUTH, HE/SHE
FINDS THAT MOST SERVICES ARE SPECIALIZED,AND TO MEET THE MANY NEEDS OF THE
YOUTH, THE PROBATION OFFICER MUST COORDINATE WITH FOUR, FIVE, OR SIX
DIFFERENT AGENCIES, EACH OPERATING UNDER DIFFERENT REQUIREMENTE AND
REGULATIONS, FRAGMENTATION OF SERVICES IS A SERIOUS PROBLEM,

ONCE PRUBATION FAILS, COMMITMENT TO THE CUSTODY AND CARYL OF THE
STATE POLLOWS. WHEN THESE YQUTH REACH THE INSTITUTION, THEY LEARN
HOW TO SUCCEED IN AN INSTITUTIOMAL SETTING. THEY BECOME ACCLPTEL BY THEIR
PEERS IN THIS SETTING. EVENTUALLY, THE YOUNGSTER WILL L. RELEASED BACK
TO THE COMMUNITY WHERE THE PROBLEMS THAT WERE PRESENT BEFGRE THE
COMMITMENT REMATIN UNADDRESSED, AND, IN ADDITION, THE YOUTH HAS A NEW
PROBLEM ~= STIGMATIZATION FROM HAVING BEEN It A REFOKRY SCHOOL. THE
REVOLVING GOOR OF THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTLM BEGINS TO SHING.

MR. CHAIRMAN, THE FIRST PROGRAM UNDER THE C.I.%1.Y. CONCEPT QPENED
AT THE UNIVERSITY OF ALABAMA IN 1972, WE FELT THEMN, AS WE DO NOW, THAT
THERE. WERE CERTAIN PROBLLMS IN THE WAY YOUNG PEOPLE ARE DEALT WITH TN THE
JUVENILE JUSTICE SYStEM, THERE I35 AN OVERUSE OF RESIDENTIAL CARZ AND uoT

ENOUGH ON NON-RESIDENTIAL SEPVICES FOR YOUTH; THRE IS o7 v CSUHAL LS

ON PREVENTION; THERE IS NOT ENOUGH EMPHASIS CN INDIVIDUALIZED PLANNING,
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SERVICES, AND TRAINING FOR YOUTH, AND THERE IS NOT ENOUGH EMPHASIS ON
EVALUATION AND PERFORMANCE ACCOUNTABILITY. MR, CHAIRMAN, THE MGST UNANSWERABLE
QUESTION IN THE JUVENILE JUSTICE SYSTEM IS: WHAT PERCENTAGE OF YOUTH WHO

GU THROUGH A PARTICULAR PROGRAM, GROUP HOME, OR INSTITUTION ARE CONVICTED

OF NEW OFFENSES WITHIN ONE YEAR OF LEAVING THE FACILITY? THERE NUST BE
A MUCH GREATER EMPHASIS ON KNOWING THE RESULTS OBTAINED BY ANY PARTICULAR
APPROACH TO WORKING WITH YOUTH.

MR. CHAIRMAN, THE C.I.T.Y. CONCEPT, THROUGH CLOSE COORDINATION WITH
THE COURT, PROBATION PERSONNEL, SCHOOLS, AND OTHER AGENCIES IN THE COMMUNITY,
1S DESIGNED TO PROVIDE COMPREHENSIVE AND COORDINATED SERVICES AND TRAINING
TO YOUTH BEFORE THE OFFENSES BECOME SERIOUS ENOUGH TO WARRANT INSTLTUT "ONAL
COMMITMENT.

THE C.I.T.Y. CONCEPT IS DESIGNED AS A TWQ STAGE PREVENTION PROGRAM.
THE FIRST STAGE CONCENTRATES ON THE PREVENTION OF THE INSTITUTIONALIZATION
OF CHILDREN. INITIALLY, ALL REFERRALS TO A PROGRAM ARE MADE BY THE COURT,
AND THE FOCUS IS ON THE MOST CHRONIC AND SEVERE OFFENDERS. IN AN AREA WITH
THE POPULATION OF ETOWAH COUNTY, APPROXIMATELY 110,000, THE COURT SOON
PEACHES THE POINT IT DOES NOT HAVE ENOUGH REFERRALS TO KEEP THE PROGRAM
AT CAPACITY. ONCE THIS POINT IS REACHED, THE SECOND STAGE OF PREVENTION
BEGINS BY OPENING THE PRORAM TO REFERRALS FROM THE SCHOOL, WELFARE, AND
MENTAL HEALTH SYSTEMS AS WELL AS SELF-REFERRALS OF YOUTH WHO HAVE DROPPED
OUT OF SCHOOL AND HAVE BEEN WANDERING THE STREETS. THE EFFORT AT THIS
POINT IS TO PREVENT THE YOUTH FROM BECOMING FORMALIY IM" LVED WITH THE
COURT SYSTEM.

UNDER THE C.I.T.Y. CONCEPT, MR. CHAIRMAN, EACH PROGRAM IS DESIGNED
TO PROVIDE CERTAIN TRAINING AND SERVICES INTERNALLY WHILE ESTABLISHING
LINKAGES WITH OTHER AGEwWCIES IN THE COMMUNITY TO OBTAIN SERVICES NEEDED
BY AN INDIVIDUAL YOUTH AND HIS/HSR FAMILY BUT ARE NOT PROVIDED WITHIN
THE PROGRAM. THE SERVICES AND TRAINING PROVIDED DIRECTLY INCLUDE ACADEMIC
REMEDIATION/G.E.D. PREPARATION, FAMILY COUNSELING, INDIVIDUAL AND GROUP
COUNSELING, BASIC EMPLOYMENT SKILL TRAINING, SOCTAL SKILL TRAINING,
COMSUMER EDUCATION, AND A BEHAVIOR CHANGE PROGRAM. THROUGH LINKAGES
ESTABIL.ISHED WITH OTHER AGENCIES, THE PROGRAM HAS THE ABILITY TO BRING INTO
PLAY HEALTH AND WELFARE SERVICES, TECHNICAL TRAINING, ADVANCED ERUCATION,

EMPLOYMENT SERVICES, RECREATIONAL PROGRAMS, DRUG TREATMENT PROGRAMS, ETC.
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IN OTHER WORDS, MR. CHAIRMAN, THROUGH THIS APPROACH, EVERY RESOURCE AVAILABLE
IN THE COMMUNITY CAN BE BROUGHT TO BEAR IN HELPING ADOLESCENTS BRING THEIR
LIFE INTO FOCUS AND GET THEMSELVES ON THE ROAD TO BECOMING PRODUCTIVE
MEMBERS OF THE COMMUNITY.

MR. CHAIRMAN, THIS APPROACH 1S EFFECTIVE IN REDUCING COMMITMENTS TO
THE STATE, REDUCING COSTS, AND REDUCING JUVENILE CRIME. FOR EXAMPLE,

THE YEAR BEFORE THE PROGRAM OPENED IN ETOWAH COUNTY, FIFTY-ONE YOUTH
WERE COMMITTED TO THE STATE OF ALABAMA. THIS WAS THE YEAR 1980. IN 1983,
ONLY FOUR YOUTH WERE LOMMITTED, A NINETY-TWO PERCENT REDUCTION OVEL. A
THREE YEAR PERIOD,

AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1983, 212 YOUTH HAD BEEN ENROLLED IN THE TWO
EXISTING PROGRAMS, AND 161 OF THE 212 HAD BEEN CONVICTED OR ADJUDICATED
ON A TUTAL OF 405 OFFENSES PRIOR TO ENROLLMENT, AN AVERAGE OF 2.5
ADJUDICATIONS EACH; 38 (17.9%) HAVE BEEN ADJUDICATED OF NEW OFFENSES
AFTER ENROLLMENT, AND 19 (9%) HAVE BEEN ADJUDICATED FOR COMMITING NEW
FELONY OFFENSES AFTER ENROLLMENT. OF THE 38 YOUTH ADJUDICATED FOR NEW
OFFENSES AFTER ENROLLMENT, ELEVEN (5% OF THE TOTAL) HAVE BEEN COMMITTED
OR SENTENCED TO SERVE TIME: FIVE HAVE BEYN COMMITTED TO ‘THE STATE DEPARTMENT
OF YOUTH SERVICES, FOUR HAVE BEEN SENTENCED TO PRISON, AND TWO HAVE BEEN
SENTENCED TO JAIL TERMS.

MR, CHAIRMAN, B"SED ON THME ﬁEDUCTloN IH COMMITMENTS ALULE, THE COST
TO SERVE THE YOUTH OF ETOWAH COUNTY WAS §1.3 MILLION LESS OVUR THE PAST
THREE YLAsS TUAN THE COLT WOULD HAVE BEEN HAD THE PROGRAM ¢ SPENLD AND
COMMETHIZS HAD STAYER COUSTANT AT THE 19680 LEVEL,

OTNER EFFECTS COVERED IN THE AFOREMENTIONLD REPORT 11 LULL A 224
PEDUCTION IH PETITIDNS FILED WITH THE COURT, A 34% REDUCTION 1N COURT CASES,
ALD A S0% RELUCTEON IN CHILD DLTENTION DAYS.

MR. CHAIRMAi, THIS APPROACH WORKS, I BELIEVE, FOR THE FOLLOWING
REASONS ¢

Lo THE PPOGRAMS ARL PLACED UNDLR THE CONTROL OF A LOTAL
FOUNDATION CONSTSTING OF A FIFTEEN MEMBER BOARD OF
DIRECTORS REPRESENTING BUSINESS, GOVERKMENT, THi
RELIGIOUS COMMUNITY, AMD YOUTH. THIS APEFROACH PROVIUES
POUAL PEOPLE WITH THE RESOURCE TO DEAL WITH A LOCAL

PRUBLEM.

2. THE PROGRAMS ARE NON=RESIDENTIAL,
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3. THE PROGRAM HAS AN INTERDISCIPLINARY STAFF CONSISTING
OF A PSYCHOLOGIST, SOCIAL WORKER, COUNSELOR, AND
EDUCATORS .

4. THERE IS A HEAVY EMPHASIS ON WORKING WITH THE FAMILY.
EVERY YOUTH WE SEE HAS PROBLEMS AT HOUME: BASIC NEEDS
(FooDb, SHELTER, EMPLOYMENT, ETC.)}, HEALTH PROBLEMS,
COMMUNICATION PROBLEMS, AND OFTEN THE PRUBLEM OF A
STATE OF HOPELESSNESS. OFTENTIMES, WITH A LITTLE HELP
AND GUIDANCE, THESE PROBLEMS CAN BE RESOLVED.

5., THE PROGRAM IS DESIGNED TO PROVIDE INDIVIDUALIZED
SERVICES AMD TRAINING. A SUCCESS PLAN IS DRAWN UP
WITH THE YOUTH AND HIS/HER FAMILY. THIS SUCCESS PLAN
1S EVALUATED MONTHLY AND ANY NEEDED MODIFICATIONS ARE
MADE .

6. A STRONG, INDIVIDUALIZED ACADEMIC REMEDIATION PROGRAM
CONTRIBUTES TO THIS EFFECTIVENESS. YOUTH ENROLLED IN
THESE PROGRAMS WERE FUNCTIONING AN AVERAGE OF 2.3 YEARS
BELOW THEIR GRADE PLACEMENT LEVEL UPON ENRC.LMENT,

THE AVERAGE RATE OF ACADEMIC GAIN IN THE PROGRAM IS
3 MONTHS PER MONTH. STANDARDS ARE HIGH. MINIMUM
PASSING ON TESTS IS 85% CORRECT.

7. THE PROGRAMS ARE GOAL ORIENTED AND PLACE A HEAVY EMPHASIS
ON EVALUATION BOTH ON THE SHORT AND LONG TERM.

8. LINKAGES ARE ESTABLISHED WITH ALL AGENCIES IN THE COMMUMITY

SO THAT ALL AVAILABLE RESOURCES CAN BE BROUGHT TO BEAR
IN HELPING THE YOUTH AND HIS/HER FAMILY RESOLVE PROBLENMS.

MR. CHAIRMAN, THE C.I.T.Y. CONCEPT CLEARLY SHOWS CRIME AND ITS
RELATED COST CAN BE REDUCED BY EFFECTIVELY ADDRESSING THE PROBLEMS OF
YOUTH I THE COMMUNITY THROUGH A COMPREMENSIVE AND COORDINATED EFFORT.

BY TAKING AN APPROACH THAT WORKS WITH THE FAMILY TO STRENGTHEN THE FAMILY
UNIT, COORDINATES AND UTILIZES LOCAL RESOURCES, AND TEACHES YOUTH HOW TC
SUCCEED IN THE COMMUNITY, THE CHANCES OF A PERSON BECOMING A VICTIM OF
CRIME ARE GREATIY REDUCED. NOT ONLY DOES THIS APPROACH HAVE A POSITIVE
IMPACT ON CRIME, BUT ADDRESSES, BOTH DIRECTLY AND INDIRECTLY, THE PROBLEMS
OF SCHOOL VIOLENCE, THE SCHOOL DROPOUT RATE, TEENAGE PREGNANCIES, AND
THROUGH THESE, THFE WELFARE SYSTEM.

MR. CHAIRMAN, MEMBERS OF THIS MOST IMPORTANT SUBCOMMITTEE, I WANT TO
THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO APPEAR BEFORE YOU TO DISCUSS WHAT I

TRULY BELIEVE 1S OUR NATION'S MOST IMPORTANT RESOURCE, OUR CHILDREN.

THE COMMUNITY INTENSIVE TREATMENT FOR YOUTH

(C.I.T.Y.) CONCEPT
INTRODUCTION

From the earliest of time, efforts have been made to control

crime in society. It was not until the nineteenth century these
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efforts began to be called systems - the criminal justice and juvenile
justice systems, These systems were developed and promoted by the
political structures of the time to control and prevent crime. As
different regimes came into control of the political structure, the
approach taken to control and prevent crime swung much like a pende-
lum. The pendelum swings from harsh, repressive control of crime

by focusing on the offender to a focus on the social institutions

such as family, economic conditions, education, etc. to control crime.
Whatever method of crime control used by the ruling party, there
inevitably occurs an attack on those methods by the party trying to
gain control.

Four essential components comprise the contemporary American
criminal justice system: (1) retribution, the punishment of offenders;
(2) deterence, the attempt to discourage potential offenders through
the threat of retribution; (3) correctional or rehabilitative treatment;
and (4) prevention, the implementation of programs intended to combat
those psychological and social condtitions throught to be conducive to
criminal behavior. In America today the weakest of these is prevention,
The prison population in America has almost doubled over the past
eight years. The prison population in Alabama has more than doubled
over this period from four thousand in 1976 to ten ten thousand today.
The cost of this has been staggering. Yet, it has not has that
great of an effect on the rate of crime.

Regardless of the changes in thought as to how t5 best control
crime, one element is missing: evaluating the approach being taken
at the time in terms of the purpose of the criminal or juvenile justice
system which is teo reduce crime and therefore reduce a person's
chances of being a victim of crime. This lack of honest and meaning~
ful evaluation has led to highet crime, more people incarcerated,
and a tremendously high tax expenditure.

The Community Intensive Treatment for Youth (C.1.7T.Y.) Concept
described on the following pages takes the approach that if we are
goiny to reduce the occurrence of crime and the costs avsociated

with it, we must do the following:

(§C - w-n BEST COPY ARANABLE




204

1. identify the characteristics of youth who become involved
in the justice system,

2. design the approach to address those indentified characteristics,

3. address the problem at its source, the community, and
4. evaluate the results in terms of new convictions, crime recte

in the community, types of crimes occuring in the community,
and the impact on costs,

THE PROGRAM

The C.I.T.Y. Concept is in operation in two counties in Alabama,
the C.I.T.Y. Program, Etowah and the D.A.Y. (Developing Alabama
Youth) Program, Shelby County. 1In describing this co: ept, four
elements will be covered: (1) characteristics of youtn enrolled
in the centers, (2) services and training provided the youth enrolled,
(3) results, and (4) organizational structure. The C.I.T.Y. Program
(Gadsden) opened January 1, 1981 and the Shelby Center opened August

1, 1982. N\

Demographic Characteristics

As of December 31, 1983, 212 youth had been enrolled in these
centers. Most of these youth were referred by the Juvenile or
Family Court. However, more of the youth today are referred by the
local school systems. Demographic characteristics follow:

1. Enrolled to Date: 212 (152 in Etowah, 60 in Shelby)

2. Age: 13 = 3 (l.4%)
14 = 16 (7.6%)
15 = 35 (16.5%)
16 = 70 (33.0%)
17 = 60 (28.3%)
18 = 28 (13.2%)

3. Race: White 151 (71.2%)
Black 61 (28.8%)

4, Sex: Male 169 (79.7%)
Female 43 (20.3%)

5. Resides Withs

A. Two Parcent Home = 120 (56.6%)
a. Mother/Father - 48 (22.7%)
b. Mother/Stepfather - 28 (13.2%)
c. Father/Stepmother - 3 (1.4%)
d. Adopthed (Mother/Father - 2 (.9%)
e. Orandparents - 15 (7.1%)
f. Foster Parents - 6 (2.8%)
g. Group Home Setting - 17 (8B.0%)
h. Sister/Brother-in-law = 1 {,5%)
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B. Single parent Home -~ 89 (42.0%)
a. Moth_r - 61 (28.8%)
b, Father = 12 (5.7%)
€. Grandparent - 6 (2.8%)
d. Aunt - 4 (1.9%)
e. Sister - 2 (.9%)
f. Brother - 2 (.9%)
g. Cousin - 1 (.5%)
h. Friend - 1 (.5%)
C. Independent = 3 (1.4%)

Only 48 of the 212 enrollees 22.7% reside with their natural
parents and 42% reside in single parent homes. Experience has taught
us the very basis of the problem lies in the home. By a large majority,

these youth come from homes either disfunctional or disrupted,
N\
6. Receives Public Assistance:
AFDC -~ 17 (8.0%)
SSI - 54 (25.5%)
Both ~ 12 (5.7%)
Nune ~ 129 (60.8%)

7. Younger Siblings in the Home:
A. yes = 122 (57.5%)
B. no -~ 90 (42.5%)

8. Educational Functional Level in Relation to Grade Level:
A. At or above grade level: 31 (14.6%)
B. Less than 1 year below: 33 (15.6%)
C. More than 1 but less than 2 years below: 53 (25.0%)
D. More than 2 but less than 3 years below: 34 (16.0%)
E. More than 3 years below: 61 (28.8%)
F. Range: 1 year 8 months above - 4 years 3 months below

grade placement

Therefore 181 of 21Z (85.4%) of these youth were functioning

below grade level upon enorllment.

9. Offense History Before Enrollment:
A. Offense convictions (Total number of youth)
. a. none: 51 (24.1%) )

b. felonies: 63 (29.7%)
€. misdemeanors: 52 (24,5%)
d. status: 46 (21.7%)

B. Total Number of Offense Convictions
a. felonies: 101
b. misdemeanors: 161
c. status: 1135
d. technical violations: 28
e. total offense convictions prior to enrollment: 405
f. average 1.9 convictions upon enrollment

These data indicate youth who become involved with the juvenile
justice system are 16 year old white males who live in a disfunctional
or disruptive home in which there are younger siblings. The majority
of these youth (85.4%) are functioning below grade level academically

and are experiencing very little success in their lives.
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Services and Training Provided

The C.I.T.Y. Program concept is one that has been under develop-

ment in Alabaina since 1972. The program has the following character-
istics: N

1. Intensified Probation: The concept provides a local
comprehensive youth center to be used by the court
and probation staff when straight probation is not
enough to deal with the youth's problems. This
approach provides constant feedback to the court on
the progre~s heing made by a youth to be used by
the court for further disposition.

2, Non-residential: The youth enroll< i in the program
continue living at home. This enables the program
to work with the home situation in an effort to
strengthen the family unit.

3. Co-educational: The program provides services to both
male and female youth 12 to 18 years of age, who
come to the attention of the court.

4. Individualized Services and Training: Each youth
who is enrclled in this program is different.
Therefore, the program‘is designed to meet the
needs of individual youth rather than all youth
enrolled fitting the needs of the program.

The C.I.T.Y. concept directly provides individualized services

and training to each youth in the following areas:

1. Academic Remediation/G.E.D. Training

2. Basic Employment Skill Training

3. 1Individual, Group, and Family Counseling

4. Social Skill Training

5. Counsumer Education

6. Behavior Change Program

In addition to providing the above services and training directly,
each program establishes linkages with other community agencies to
obtain services as needed by youth. These agencies include:

1. Community Health Centers

2. Ppensions and Securities

J. Mental Health Centers

4. Vocational/Technical Schools

5. Public Schools

6. Junior Colleges

7. Y.M.C.A.

»

ST COPY AVAILABLE

o i
ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




8. Employment Services
9. Drug Treatment Facilities
10. volunteer Programs (R.S.V.P.)
Since these programs are located in the community, all the services
of local agencies can be utilized rather than duplicating these
services by installing these components in the programs, (i.e., the
Program does not employ a doctor because this is available in the
community) .
The goals of the C.I.T.Y. Concept are:

l. to reduce the commitment of youth to the State hy 50%

and thereby reduce the demand for additional institutional
bedspace,

2. to demonstrate that less than 20% of vouth enrolled will
be convicted of new crimes from date ot enrollment,

3. to demonstrate that the actual number of case convictions
are significantly lower when comparing casc convictions
after enrollment with case convictions prior to enrollment,

4. to demonstrate 50% less cost in working with these youth
when compared with the cost of institutionalization,

A comparison of goals with results shows the following:

1. Commitments to the State
These data are not yet available for 1983 froun cither the
Alabama bDepartment of Youth Services or the Shelby County

Court on that county. Therefore, the following is data
on the Etowah County center.

Year Commitments

1950 !

1981 19 C.I.T.Y. Program opened 1-1-81

1982 6

1983 4 \

This demonstrates a 92% reduction in commitments over a three

year period of time, far exceceding the goal of a 50% reduction
in commitments.

2. Convicted of new offenses after enrollment
The goal is that less than 20% of youth enrolled will
be convicted of new offenses after enrollment. Follow-up
on the 212 youth enrolled show the following:

Type of Offense Number of youth § of Youth Enrolled
None 174 82.1%
Misdemeanors 9 4.2%
Felony 19 9.0%
Status 3 1.4%
Technical violations 7 3.3%

Total 212 100.0%
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This table demonstrates 82.1% have not been convicted of new
offenses, again exceeding the goal of B0% with no repeat offenses.
Of the repeaters, 4 have been sentenced to adult prison, 2 have

been sentenced to jail, and 5 have been committed to juvenile
institutions.

3. Case convictions prior to enrollment vs. case convictions
after enrollment (actual number of cases).

Cases Prior to Enrollment Cases After Enrollment Difference

Felonies 101 39 ~-62
Misdemeanors 161 44 -117
Status 115 3 -112
Technical Violations 28 10 -18

Total 405 96 -309

This clearly demonstrates the effectiveness of the concept in
preventing repeat offenses by youth enrolled in the program.

4., Costs

The goal was to demonstrate 50% less cost when this approach
is compared with institutionalization. Since data is not
yet available on the Shelby center, the report on this factor
relates to the Etowah County center. Attachment A clearly
shows this approach to be fiscally sound. The Table demon-
strates that had the C.I.T.Y. Program not opened and commit-
ments had stayed at the 1980 level of 51, the cost to the
State of Alabama to serve the youth of Etowah County would
have been $2,320,000.00. Instead, the actual cost over
the three year period with the C.I.T.Y, Program was
$1,059,000.00, a savings of $1,261,000.00, a 55% reduction
in cost.

Cther evidence that demonstrates the effectiveness of this

concept include the following:

1. There has been a 22% decrease in petitions filed with the
court in Etowah County since the program opened in 1981.
There has been a 13% decrease in petitions filed with the
Shelby county court since the program opened.

2. There has been a 34% decrease in court appearances or
court sessic s in Etowah County since the program opened.
This data n yet available on Shelby county.

3. Child detention days of youth in Etowah County have been

reduced 41% from 1414 days prior to the program opening to

838 the last reporting period. This data not yet available
on shelby County.

Organization

Both existing programs are headed by local foundations specifically
created to oversee these programs. The Foundations are designed
to have fifteen members on its Board of Directors with representatives
from business, local agencies, law enforcement, and youth. The
organization that developed this concept, Innovative Resources, Inc.,
is under ccntract with the local foundations to manage the programs,

An annual review of Innovative Resources effectiveness in manageing

the prograns occurs. BEST COPY AVAILABLE
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Funding

The Shelby County center is funded 65% by Jobs Training Partner-
ship Act (JTPA) and 35% by the Shelby County School System. The
Etowah County center is funded 95% JTPA and 5% locally with movement
toward the 35% local contribution. Efforts are underway to obtain

65% funding from the State of Alabama and 35% local,

Awards

This concept received national recognition twice in 1983. The
National Coalition for Jail Reform whose membership includes the
National League of Cities, American Bar Assocation, etc. designated
the C.I.T.Y, Program the National Model for Comprehensive Youth
Services Centers. On July 12, 1983, the Nationa® Council of Juvenile
and Family Court Judges presented this program its award for the
Most Innovative and Unique Juvenile Justice Program for 1983.

CONCLUSION

The data presented in this report clearly shows crime and its

related costs can be reduced by effectively addressir; '1e problems
of youth in the community, By taking an approach th-. rks with
the family to strengthen the family unit, coordinat tilizes
local resources, and teaches youth how to succeed i: - . community,

the chances of a person becoming a victim of crime is greatly
reduced, Not only does this approach have a positive impact on crime
but also addresses the problems of school violence, school dropout

rate, teenage preganacy, and indirectly, the welfare system,
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Savings Resulting from the Decrease in
Camitment of Youth fram Etowah County
to the Alabama Department of Youth Services

Camitments to Cost Per Yout!, Total Cost Had Camitments Actual Cost With

YEAR DYS Served: DYS Staved at 1980 Level C.I.T.¥Y, Program Savings
1980 51 $10,000.00

#1981 19 $12,000.00 $612,000,00 $493,000.00 $119,000.00
1982 6 $16,000.0C $6816,000.00 $326,000.00 $490,000.00
1983 4 $17,500.00 $892,000.00 $240,000.00 | $652,000.00

Total Cost over J years without C.X.T.¥Y. $2,320,000.00

Total Cost over 3 years with C.I.T.Y. $1,059,000.00

Total Savings over J years $1,261,000,00
* The C,I.T.Y, Program began in Etowah County on January 1, 1981 and was funded totally by the

Camprehensive Erployment and Training Act. The local school systems are beginning to share in
the cust of this center.
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RESPONSE TO A WRITTEN QuesTION SUBMITTED BY SENATOR DENTON

QUESTINN: Mr. Earnest, It is my understanding that the C.I.T.Y. Programs are
primarily funded by state, local, and private contributions,
Would federal funding assist you in duplicating these successful
programs in other areas? And if so, what role should federal
funding take in continuing the programs once started?

ANSWER: Yes, {ederal funding would be extremely beneficial in establishing
centers in new locations.
1f theve could be federal assistance during the first two years of
the life of a centar, the gtate and locai governments would realize
more than enough savings to justify their funding of the centers.
I would suggest the following approach:

Life ot Center Fed. Contribution State Contribution Local Contribution

Year 1 100% (+13 [+11
Year 2 50% 50% 0%
Year 3 & Thereafter 0% 65% 35y

I believe tederal assistance should cease after two years, or perhaps
a center could receive federal support for three years with the stipu-

lation that the federal contribution would not exceed 50% of the cost
over the three year period.

Senator DENTON. Thank *ou, Mr. Earnest.

And thank you, Mr. " arman, for allowing Mr. Earnest to testi-
fy. I must say that I had heard about the success of this program
from many parts of my State. And I thought that after further
looking into it, that it did deserve review by this subcommittee.
And I am grateful that you have honored my request to have Mr.
Earnest testify.

Senator SPeCTER. Thank you very much, Senator. It has been
very, very interesting.

We are going to take a very short pause. But while we do, I
would like to call our next three witnesses to come forward at the
same time, June Bucy; Bill Treanor; and we will hear from Bar-
hara Fruchter after that.

Welcome.

Mrs. Fruchter, you are joining us now, fine.

Let us begin with you, Ms. Bucy. We welcome you here. We very
much appreciate you being with us.

All transcripts of testimony, ladies and gentlemen, will be made
part of the record. We would appreciate it if you would summarize
them to the extent that you can.

STATEMENT OF PANEL CONSISTING OF JUNE P. BUCY, CHIEF EX-
ECUTIVE OFFICER, NATIONAL NETWORK OF RUNAWAY AND
YOUTH SERVICES, ON BEHALF OF THE NATIONAL COLLABO-
RATION FOR YOUTH; WILLIAM W. TREANOR, EXECUTIVE DI-
RECTOR, NATIONAL YOUTH WORK ALLIANCE, WASHINGTON,
DC; AND BARBARA FRUCHTER, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, JUVE-
NILE JUSTICE CENTER, PHILADELPHIA, PA

Ms. Bucy. Thank you, Senator Specter.
I am very pleased to testify today on behalf of the National Col-
laboration for Youth. I want to thank you personally for the oppor-
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tunity to testify this morning and to thank you and the other mem-
bers of the subcommittee for your diligent support of reauthoriza-
tion.

The Nacional Collaboration for Youth member agencies who are
listed below strongly support reauthorization of the Juvenile Jus-
tice and Deiinquency Prevention Act as incorporated in S. 2014,
the Missing Children’s Assistance Act.

The National Collaboration for Youth is comprised of 14 nation-
al, private, nonprofit agencies reaching over 25 million children
and youth with programs and services designed to foster the devel-
opment of each individual work toward productive, fulfilling, and
responsible adulthood.

For the past 10 years or more, our respective organizations have
actively supported a Federal leadership role in juvenile justice and
an emphasis on the prevention of del'nquency.

The National Collaboration for Youth worked for the first au-
thorization of OJJDPA and the reauthorization and amendments
in 1977 and 1980. We have participated in the implementation. We
have consistently encouraged the Congress to recognize the ongoing
necessity of Federal leadership in this area and have consistently
urged the executive branch to implement the act fully and in line
with the congressional intent, which we understand to be develop-
ing workable alternatives to the court system for ncncriminal
youth, establishing community services for runaways, and other
youths at risk, removing children from adult jails and coordinating
Federal efforts in the juvenile justice system.

The National Collaboration urges your continued support for this
emphasis on prevention. We will be submitting more detail in a
written statement.

A couple of weeks ago in Phoenix, the National Collaboration
drew up a statement particularly referring to title III of this act,
the Runaway and Homeless Youth Act. Our position is that “there
should be a crisis intervention capacity in each community for run-
away and homeless youth.” This statement is based on our knowl-
edge and concern for youth and coincides with the very positive
evaluations the runaway programs have received from the GAO
and from the inspector general of HHS in very recent surveys.

I would like also to add something from the national network. I
became interested in juvenile justice work back in 1959 when I
chaired a study group for the League of Women Voters in Texas on
juvenile justice. We worked with the Texas laws and the policies
that were in effect at that time. Since 1970 I have been working
professionally with runaway youth directing a program in Galves-
ton, TX, for many years before coming to the national network
staff. The shelters deal with children that fall into all three parts
of this law.

We are very much in favor of the legislative packaging, you have
done in this legislation. The same young people are often in contact
with the law enforcement system as well as being missing children,
and they may presently be called runaways. Our programs
throughout the country have community contacts with the law en-
forcement system, and other human service systems. We know the
technology of working with high-risk youths and troubled families,
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and have the type of counseling skills that enable us to help people
under stress.

We feel that S. 2014 represents a first and major step in the co-
ordination of services to these unique populations.

Mr. Chairman, our national network also wants again to express
deep appreciation to you for your diligent efforts in working for
title III programs to enable them to reach their full authorization
funding of $25 million.

We know that you have worked very hard for that since you
have been in the Congress. Regrettably full funding has not been a
reality yet and the proposed administration budget for fiscal year
1983 reflects a $12.8 million reduction despite the fact that only
some 10 percent of runaways and homeless youths that do need
shelter and services are getting them.

S. 2014 in effect proposes maintenance of the authorization level
of $25 million through September 1988. We feel that that is inad-
equate to provide for new programs in unserved and underserved
areas. We will be submitting further written testimony. That testi-
mony will detail why we feel that $25 million for fiscal year 1984,
$30 million for fiscal year 1985, $40 million for fiscal year 1986, $50
million for fiscal year 1987, and $60 million for fiscal year 1988 will
be appropriate levels for funding, permit reasonable expansion of
programs, and enable worthwhile research and demonstration ini-
tiatives.

Senator SpECTER. Ms. Bucy, we have your full statement. We will
make it part of the record.

[The prepared statement of Ms. Bucy and the statement of the
National Collaborator for Youth follow:]
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PrePARED STATMENT OF JuNe Bucy

GOOD MORNING, MR. CHATIRMAN, T Am JUNE BUCY, CHIEF EXECUTIVE

OFFTCER OF THE NATTONAI NETWORK OF RUNAWAY AND YOUTH SERVICES,

INC., AND 1 AM PLEASED TO TESTIFY ON BEHALF OF THE

NATIONAL COLLABORATION FOR YOUTH, I WANT TO THANK YOU

PERSONALLY. MR. CHAIRMAN, FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO TESTIFY

THIS MORNING ON S. 2014 AND ALSO TO THANK YOU AND THE OTHER

MEMBERS OF THE SUBCOMMITTEE FOR VOUR DILIGENT SUPPORT OF REAUTHORIZATION.

THE NATIONAL COLLABORATION FOR YOUTH MEMBER AGENCIES

LISTED BELOW STRONGLY SUPPORTS REAUTHORIZATION OF THE JUVENILE
JUSTICE AND DELINNUENCY PREVENTION ACT AS INCORPORATED

IN S.2011,THE MISSING CHILDREN'S ASSISTANCE ACT. THE NATIONAL
COLLLABORATION FOR YOUTH IS COMPRISED OF 14 NATIONAL PRIVATE
NON-PROFIT AGENCIES REACHING OVER 25 MILLION CHILDREN AND
YOUTH WITH PROGRANS AND SERVICES DESIGNED TO FGSTER THE
DEVELOPMENT OF EACH INDIVIDUAL TOWARD PRODUCTIVE, FULFILLING,
AND RESPONSTIBLE ADULTHOOD.

FOR THE PAST TEN YEARS, OUR RESPECTIVE ORGANIZATIONS HAVE
ACTIVELY SUPPORTED A FEDERAL LEADERSHIP ROLE IN JUVENILE

JUSTICE AND AN EMPHASIS ON THE PREVENTION OF DELINQUENCY.

OUR MANY YEARS' EXPERIENCE WORKING WITH TENS OF MILLIONS OF

YOUNG PEOPLE LED TO OUR PRIORITY CONCERN FOR THOSE YOUTH

INVOLVED IN JUVENILE JUSTICE SYSTEMS, AND THOSE WHOSE ENVIRONMENT
AND BEHAVIOR MADE FUTURE INVOLVEMENT LIKELY. PASSAGE OF THE
JUVENILE JUSTICE AND DELINQUENCY PREVENTION ACT IN 1974 LARGELY
HAD ITS ROOTS IN THAT WIDELY SHARED CONCERN.

FOLLOWING PASSAGE OF THE ACT. OUR ORGANIZATIONS, AND SEVERAL
OTHERS .JOINED TOGETHER IN 1975 AS THE NATIONAL JUVENILE JUSTICE
PROGRAM COLLABORATION TO WORK FOR AND WITH YOUTH AT RISK,

THE FIRST FOCUS WAS ON STATUS OFFENDERS-- THOSE CHILDREN AND YOUTH
WHOSE OFFENSES, SUCH AS TRUANCY., OR RUNNING AWAY, WOULD

NOT BE CRIMMINAL IF COMMITTED BY ADULTS. IF THESE YOUTH

WIRE NO LONGER TO BE HELD IN SECURE DETENTION,

IN LOCKUPS, JAILS. OR TRAINING SCHOOLS, WHERE SHOULD THEY GO?
HOW COULD POTENTTAL DELINQUENTS BE DIVERTED FROM THE COURT
SYSTEM TO BEGIN WITH? FOR THREE YEARS, THE NATIONAL

JUVENILF JUSTICE PROGRAM COLLABORATION WORKED ON ANSWERS

TO THESE OUESTIONS THROUGH IDENTIFYING ALTERNATIVE TO
INSTITUTTONALIZATION, AND RECOGNIZING THE NEED FOR

COI LARORATIVE EFFORTS TO PROVIDE ADENUATE COMMUNITY-BASED
SERVICES.

LOCAI COLLABORATIVE EFFORTS BEGAN IN FIVE SITES. MANY OTHERS
FOLLOWED, BRING ALTERNATIVE PROGRAMS, SUPPORTIVE SERVICES,
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AND POSITIVE DEVELOPMENTAL EXPERIENCES 10 YOUTH IN NEED.
EACH EFFORT LED TO OTHERS THROUGH TRAINING AND DISSEMINATION
OF PROGRAM MODELS. THROUGHOUT THE PAST DECADE, LOCAL
AFFILIATES OF COLLABORATION AGENCIES HAVE CONTINUED THEIR
WORK WITH SUCH YOUNG PEOPLE.

THE NATIONAL COLLABORATION FOR YOUTH HAS ALSO CONTINUED

TO WORK WITH CONGRESS AND THE ADMINISTRATION ON REAUTHORIZATION
AND AMENDMENTS OF THE ACT IN 1977 AND 1980, ON ITS
APPROPRIATIONS, AND ON ITS IMPLEMENTATION. WE HAVE

CONSISTENTLY ENCOURAGED THE CONGRESS TO RECOGNIZF THE

ONGOING NECESSITY OF FEDERAL LEADERSHIP IN THIS AREA AND

HAVE CONISTENTLY URGED THE EXECUTIVE BRANCH TO IMPLEMENT

THE ACT FULLY AND IN LINE WITH CONGRESSIONAL INTENT:TO

DEVELOP WORKABLE ALTERNATIVES TO THE COURT SYSTEM FOR
NONCRIMMINAL YOUTH, TO ESTABLISH COMMUNITY SERVICES FOR

RUNAWAYS AND OTHER YOUTH AT RISK, TO REMOVE JUVENILES FROM
ADULT JAILS AND TO COORDINATE FEDERAL EFFORTS IN JUVENILE
AND DELINQUENCY PREVENTION.

AFTER TEN YEARS OF EFFORT, MARKED IMPROVEMENTS ARE
EVIDENT IN MANY STATE AND LOCAL PRACTICES; HOWEVER,
EACH YEAR 479,000 JUVENILES ARE STILL INCARCERATED IN

ADULT JAILS, BETWEEN 40,000 AND 90,000 STATUS OFFENDERS
ARE CONFINED IN SECURE DETENTION, AND 50,000 TO 100,000
CHILDREN ARE ABDUCTED AND MISSING AND 1.5 MILLION

CHILDREN ARE RUNAWAYS AND/OR HOMELESS.FEDERAL ATTENTION

IS ESSENTIAL TO CHANGING THESE TRAGIC FACTS.

THE NEED CONTINUES, AT STREET CORNERS AND CROSSROADS,

IN URBAN CENTERS AND RURAL COUNTIES. THE SERVICES OF

OUR AGENCIES CONTINUE, IN COOPERATION WITH STATE AGENCIES,
UNITS OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT, AND OTHER COMMUNITY GROUPS,
IMPROVING WITH FURTHER EXPERIENCE. INCENTIVES AND
LFADERSHIP AT THE FEDERAL LEVEL, AS PROVIDED BY THE
JUVENILE JUSTICE DELINQUENCY PREVENTION ACT, MUST ALSO

CONTINUE.

THE NATIONAL COLLABORATION FOR YOUTH URGES YOUR SUPPORT
OF 5. 2014 AND WILL BE SUBMITTING MORE DETAILED WRITTEN

TESTIMONY TO THE SUBCOMMITTEE.

e Ty e
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THE COLLABORATION IS READY TO WORK HARD TO INSURE THE

PASSAGE OF THIS LEGISLATION,

MEMBER_AGENCIES OF
THE NATIONAI, COLLABORATION FOR YOUTH
SUPPORTING 5. 2014

AMERICAN RED CROSS
BIG BROTHERS/BIG SISTERS OF AMERTCA
BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA
BOYS CLUBS OF AMERICA
CAMP FIRE,INC.
FUTURE HOMEMAKERS OF AMERICA
GIRL SCOUTS OF THE U.S.A.
GIRLS CLUBS OF AMERICA
NATIONAL BOARD, YWCA OF THE U.S.A.

THE NATIONAL NETWORK OF RUNAWAY AND YOUTH
SERVICES, INC.

NATIONAL YOUTH WORK ALLIANCE

YMCA OF THE U.S.A.
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STATEMENT OF THE NATLONAL COLLABORATION FOR YQUTH

This testimony is beinp submitted in support of the statement
made by June Bucy, Chief Executive Officer of The National Network
of Runaway and Youth Scrvice, who spoke on behalf of the National
Collaboration for Youth before the Senate Subcommittee on Juvenile
Justice on March 13, 1984,

The National Collaboration for Youth member agencies listed
below strongly support reauthorization of the Juvenile Justice
and Delinguency Prevention Act as incorporated in §. 2014, the
Missing Children's Assistance Act. The National Colluboration for
Youth is comprised of 14 national, private, nonprofit agencies
reaching over 5 miltion children and youth with programs and
services designed to foster the development of cach individual
toward productive, fulfilling, and responsible adulthood.

Federal Leadership in Delinquency Prevention

For the past ten years, our respective organizations have
actively supported a lederal leadership role in juvenile justice
and an emphasis on the prevention of delinquency. Our many years'
experience of working with tens of millions of young people led to
our priority concern tfor those youth involved in juvenile justice
systems, and these whose environment and hehavior made future
involvement likely. Passape of the Juvenile Justice and Delin-
quency Prevention Act in 1974 largely had its roots in that widely
shared concern.

Status Offenders and Community-Based Alternatives to Institutiona-
lization

Following passage of the Act, our organizations, and several
others, joined together in 1975 as the National Juvenile Justice
Program Collaboration to work Ffor and with youth at risk.

The first focus was on status offender. - those children and
youth whose offenses, such as truancy, or running away, would not
be criminal if committed by adults. If these youth were no longer
to be held in secure detention, in lockups, jails or training schools,
where should they go? How could potential delinquents be diverted
from the court system to begin with? For three years, the National
Juvenile Justice Program Collaboration worked on answers to these

quesiﬁgg%‘through identifying alternatives to institutionalization,
n 10
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and recognizing the need for collaborative efforts to provide
adequate community-based :ervices.

Local collaborative efforts began in five sites. Many others
followed, bringing alternative programs, supportive services, and
positive developmental experiences to youth in need. Each effort
led to others through training and dissemination of program models.
Throughout the past decade, local affiliates of Collaboration
agencies have continued their work with such young people.

o0 In Tuscon, Arizona, the Tucson Area ggmgfigg Council works
with teenagers who are status offenders, troubled, or at-risk.
These youth are paived with caring adults and the two become a
"leadevship team” for Camp Fire clubs. Youth co-leaders are paid
a stipend for their work. They learn leadership and planning
skills while they are giving real service to children in their
neighborhoods. Since they are role models for young boys and girls,
the teen co-leaders improve their own self-image.

o The National Capital Avea YWCA "Tower' program is a group
home program for femate youth adjudicated by the courts as persons
in need of supervision. While residents of the program, the youth
attend school, hold part-time employment, participate in counseling,
vocational preparation and lifeskills training, and community and
social activities.

o Boys Clubs of America , through a recent OJJDP grant, will be
providing delinquency prevention and intervention services for 75
Boys Clubs in ten (10) metropolitun areas and other municipalitics.
Fhree thousand seven hundred fifty (3,750) targeted  vouth, who are
cither at riskh or have already been involved in the juvenile justice
system, will be served throughout this endeavor,

o Mhivenile justice continues to be one of the major program
priovitices of the Girls Clubs of America, Inc. At the present
time, locol member organizations offer juvenile justice programs
in several areas: delinquency prevention: law-related education;
court drver-ron and atternatives-to-detention programs: and
specialized programs for ¢ivls on probatien.  For example, the
Popteseorth, Virginia Girls Club operates a “Pals on Probation”

proviat on o ceope tation with the local juvenile court; the program
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miatches girls on probation with Girls Clnb wembers in an et

miinstream the court referral into existing Club activities,

Recommended Continued Emphasis
The National Coltaboration for Youth has continued to work
with Congress and the administration on rveauthorization and amend-

ments of the Act in 1977 and 1980, on its appropriations, and on

1ts amplementation,  We have consistently cncouriged the Congres -

to recodnize the ongoing necessity of federal teadership in this

arca and have consistently argerd the executive branch to implement
the Aet tully and in line with Congressional intent: to develop
worhahle alternatives to the court system for noncriminal youth,
to establish community services for runawiltys and other youth-at-

rish, to remove juveniles Urom adult jails, and to coordinate

Federal efforts in juvenile and delinguency prevention,
Rutiway and Homeless Youth Act
Ihe National Cotiaboration supparts the “legislative

packanineg” of S, 20013 that ipclud s Invenile justice, missing

children's services and runaway and homeless youth, Many of the
young people served by The Runaway and llomeless Youth Act

(lithe T11) shelters and projects are or have been invoelved in the

lmventle jastice system or have been reported as "missing.”

Farthermore, these shelters and programs hive the community contacts

with the law enforcement system and other human service agencices,
know the technoloey or working with high-risk and troubted yonuth,

and have the types of counseling shills to work with familics that

arc under severe stress or oare dvstfanctional.
In 1Y 1982 (the most recent data availabledr, the Fitte 111
an

coenters sheltered J1,090 vonth Vor at least one nigzht and seirved

addbitional F3a,000 one-time drop-in youth.  Lven il penerons

cstinates are made For the number of rinaway and homeless vouth

served by non Fitle LI programs, it still is the case (hat tess

than 3¢ percent of this at vish yonth population are wetCing the

corvices that they need. Two examples of <ervices to this popnlation

berng provided by Coltaboration members arve:
v the National Network ol Runaway and Youth Services!
alftibiate Vovage Honse wits established in 1971 as Penneyl

vanats it ronaway and homeless yvouth center.  The center
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peev Gic o 2V hour hotline service, an emeryency shelter, indivi
dier and tamily counseling, long-term residential care, afterv-care
and peterreal services. It has recently started a new advocacy

and prevention neighborhood-based program of pavent and youth self-
help groups, as well as peer outreach strategies. This program
focuses on carly intervention and helps strengthen tamily ties
betore the running cver starts.

o the YMCA Louisville, Kentucky Center far Youth Alternatives
which was established in 1976 to provide help for runaway children
and other youth in crisis, Residential services are provided
annually for over 600 youth, most between the ages of 15 and 18.
Two residential programs arc operated and help is provided for any
youth at iany time, rcgardless of the place of their origin or
nature of their problems and the development of realistic alter-
natives. All programs focus on developing sclf-confidence and
improving sclf-esteem, improving decision-making skills, and
re-establishing communi_.ation with parents and friends.

Progress But the Need Continues

After ten ycars of effort, marked improvements arc evident
in many state and local practices; however, each year, 479,000
juveniles are still incarcerated in adult jails, between 40,000
and 90,000 status offenders are confined in sccure detention, and
50,000 to 100,000 childven arc abducted and missing and 1.5 million
children ave runaways and/or homeless. Federal attention i
essential to changing these tragic facts.

The need continues for juvenile delinquency prevention and
runaway programs as well as an organizacd cffort to respond to the
problem of missing childven. Several Collaboration agencics
providing services 1n this lattev ared ares

o The Senior Girl Scout troop 218 of Lewisburg, Tennessec,
in Cumbertand Valley Givl Scout Council, decided to address the
prohlem of missing clldren in America after being inspired by
a recent television oilm, "Adam."

Fhey solicited and received aid from the Lewisburg Police
Beportment, the Marshall County Llementary Schoot, the local PLA,
and the Fature Teachers ot America, who arranged for arca children

in hindergarten through third gerade to be fingerprinted.

224
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Thi~ project received tremendous public support, and the
g1vls belicve they are helping to combat the tragic problem of
missing children,

o he Ameracan Red Cross, Dane County Chapter, Wisconsin,
ChnLd Bdentification Program is a two-part service available to
all hane County children between the ages of two andl?.  The first
part is an identification card for information such as name,
address, birthdate, lock of hair, school photo, cte., with space
availahle for fingerprints. The sevond part involves cducating
the pavent/guardian about the importince of such informition and
the need tor updating the inlormation on a yeuarly basis. Red
Crass voluauteers ave trained to do the fingerprinting and to assist
parents in the completion of the needed intormation. during
November and December, 1983, approximately 1,500 children have
been Pingerprinted and have veceived 1.0, cards, The program
s the potential to reach 25,000 young people in the city of
Madison,

As stated, the need continues - at street corners and ¢ross-
ro.ds, in urban centers and rural counties, The services of our
duencies continude, in cooperiation with state agencies, units of
local government, and other community groups, and improving with
further experience.  Incentives and leadership at the federal level,
as provided by the Juvenile Justice delinquency Prevention Act,
must continuve.  Adequate authorization levels are essential,

In conclusion, the National Coltuaboration for Youth thanks
vou for the opportunity to testify and urges vour support of
S 20,

The Cattaboration pledges to work with yon to insure passage
of ths dewislation.  Additional examples ol Collaboration
experience an the area of juvenile delinguency prevention, ra way
and tomeless vouth, and missing chioldren's programs cian be provided

"pon request,

- AVALABLE




222

Senator SpecTER. Mr. Treanor, we welcome you and would like to
hear from you.

STATEMENT OF WILLIAM W. TREANOR

Mr. TReEaNOR. On behalf of the National Youth Work Alliance of
the Youth Services Agency, I want to thank you for the opportuni-
ty to be here before the subcommittee in support of S. 2014.

Senator SpecTEr. We especially appreciate your being here, Mr.
Treanor, thank you for all the services you have given the Juvenile
Justice Subcommittee over the many years and as a volunteer. We
appreciate your help.

Mr. TreaNor. Thank you.

Ed Earnest, who testified earlier today, and we will lL.2ar from
Barbara Fruchter, both are from the community-based youth pro-
grams that our agency represents here in Washington. I just want
to bring a couple of points to your attention this morning.

One is that the Youth Work Alliance completely supports your
bills S. 2021 and S. 520, S. 521 and S. 522, as well as S. 2014. The
Juvenile Justice Act as is currently drafted is a good piece of legis-
lation. I think it could use a little improvement given some of the
current problems that the office is experiencing.

However, as you have pointed out to me on occasion, the com-
plete prohibition of the use of adult jails for juveniles and the pro-
hibition of the use of secure detention for status offenders would
cut through some of the bureaucratic haze that surrounds juvenile
justice at the national level, and I think have very positive results
on services to young people and on crime control.

I want to commend you for your efforts on behalf of the Juvenile
Justice community, keeping the appropriation at the $70 million
level over the last couple of years, and the increase in the runaway
youth appropriation, and finally urge that you look closely at the
relationship between the Missing Children’s Assistance Act and
Runaway Youth Act.

We do not want to use the Missing Children’s Assistance Act as a
way to crack down on programs that are working with runaways.
They are supposed to be complementary programs, and not have
an adversarial relationship. )

Finally, Senator, my organization is concerned about the current
administration in the office of Juvenile Justice. I have discussed
that in some detail with a number of people on your staff. I really
feel that the current program plan of the office, the current prior-
ities of the office, how the office is spending its money and being
administered bears close oversight. It has been the subject of nu-
merous newspaper articles across the country. And the office is in
danger of losing the credibility that it has built up over the years
through the Ford, Carter, and early Reagan administrations.

We would very much not like to lose this program, not like to
lose the Federal leadership. And I am afraid ¢ we have another
{ear like the year just past, that is exactly what is going to
appen.

gnator SpectER. Thank you. We very much appreciate your
suggestions here. '

[The prepared statement of Mr. Treanor follows:]
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PREPARED STATEMENT of WiLLiaMm W, TREANOR

MR. CHAIRMAN, ON BEHALF OF THE NATION'S COMMUNITY-B: SED YOUTH
SERVICE AGENCIES, 1 WANT TO THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO
APPEAR BEFORE THE U.S. SENATE SUBCOMMITTEE ON JUVENILE JUSTICE

IN SUPPORT OF 5. 2014. THE NATIONAL YOUTH WORK ALLIANCE HAS
ACTIVELY SUPPORTED THE FULL IMPLEMENTATION OF THE JUVENILE JUSTICE
AND DELINQUENCY PREVENTION ACT AND THE RUNAWAY AND HOMELESS
YOUTH ACT SINCE THEY WERL AUTHORIZED BY CONGRESS IN 1074. 1 AM
PROUD TO HAVE BEEN AMONG THE FIRST TO BRING THE PKOBLEM OF
RUNAWAY YOUTH TO THE ATTENTION OF THE SENATE IN 1970 AND RECENTLY
TO HAVE SUCCESSFULLY URGED CONGRESS TO INTRODUCE THE MISSING
CHILDREN'S ASSISTANCE ACT. THE NATIONAL YOUTH WORK ALLIANCE AND
OUR MEMBER AGENCIES HAVE HAD AN EXTENSIVE AND POSITIVE IMPACT ON
ALL THREE TITLES OF THE LEGISLATION BEFORE THE SUBCOMMITTEE TODAY
AND LOOK BACK WITH PRIDE ON QUR LLEVEN YEARS OF YOQUTH ADVOCACY

EFFORT.

BUT THE ALLIANCE'S PRIDE IN THE ACCOMPLISHMENTS OF THE JUVENILE
JUSTICE ACT ARE TODAY TEMPERED BY A GROWING SENSE OF UNEASE,
DISTRESS, AND OCCASIONALLY, DISBELIEF IN THE CURRENT ADMINISTRATION
OF THE OFFICE OF JUVENILE JUSTICE. WHEN 0JJ ADMINISTRATOR ALFRED 8S.

REGNERY APPEARED BEFORE THE HOUSE SUBCOMMITTEE ON HUMAN RESOURCES
ON DECEMBER 16, 1982, HE SAID, "I THINK THAT THE JJDP MONEY CAN BE

VERY WELL SPENT. 1 INTEND TO DO THAT." HE WENT ON TO ADD, "IT
CERTAINLY HAS THE POTENTIAL OF DOING GREAT THINGS AND AS LONG AS
THE CONGRESS AND THE ADMINISTKATION CONTINUE IT (JJDP), | PLAN 10
RUN IT THAT WAY."

IN THE FIFTEEN MONTHS SINCE MR. REGNERY UTTERED THOSE WORDS, HE
HAS SPENT JUVENILE JUSTICE AND DELINQUENCY PREVENTION FUNDS ON
PROJECTS THAT ARE OF A DUBIOUS, EVEN FRIGHTENING, NATURE. HIS
SINGULAR LACK OF JUDGEMENT IN EVERYTHING FROM BUMPER STICKERS TO
JUVENILE JUSTICE STANDARDS HAS RAISED THE PROFILE OF THE OFFICE OF

JUVENILE JUSTICE AND DELINQUENCY PREVENTION LUT, I BELIEVE, NOT IN
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JACK ANDERSON'S COLUMN ON THE OFFICE

OF JUVENILE JUSTICE AND DELINQUENCY PREVENTION LAST WEEK WAS HIS

FOURTH ON THE SUBJECT OF MR, REGNERY'S ADMINISTRATION.

DOZENS OF

NEGATIVE STORIES HAVE APPEARED IN GANNETT NEWSPAPERS, THE CHICAGO

JUSTICE REFORM: A BLUEPRINT.
c_{_{) BY A FORMER SENATE STAFF COLLEAGUE OF MR. REGNERY WHO

AS WELL AS ON TV AND RADIO.
REGULARLY SENSATIONALIZES THE LEVEL OF SERIOUS JUVENILE CRIME, BUT

A VITROLIC ANTI-YOUTH POLICY.
BY COMMUNITY-BASED YOUTH SERVICE AGENCIES 1S TOO OFTEN IGNORED

TRIBUNE, SEVERAL WISCONSIN NEWSPAPERS, THE NEW YORK TIMES, NEWSWEEK,

IT IS BAD ENOUGH THAT THE MEDIA

NOW COMES THE ADDED INSULT THAT ALL THE NEWS FROM WASHINGTON ON

HELPING YOUNG PEOPLE IN TROUBLE 1S OF WASTE, LOOMING SCANDAL, AND

THE LARGELY SUCCESSFUL WORK DONE

BY THE MEDIA.

BUT, IN ALL FAIRNESS, WHO COULD PASS UP NEWS LIKE THIS:

A $98,300 SWEETHEART PROPOSAL TO WRITE A BOOK ON JUVENILE
THE PROPOSAL WAS SUBMITTED

(agp] HAS SHOWN NO INTEREST BEFORE OR SINCE IN JUVENILE JUSTICE.

()
THE MAIN BENEFICIARIES OF THIS ARRANGEMENT WERE MR. REGNERY'S

FRIENDS AND HIS FAMILY PUBLISHING COMPANY. ANOTHER MORE

NG RECENT EFFORT TO AID THE REGNERY PUBLISHING COMPANY IS NOW

— BEING CONSIDERED BY THE OFFICE OF JUVENILE JUSTICE.

-
or
~—" A $485,000 GRANT TO THE UNIVERSITY OF SOURTHERN CALIFORNIA
™ TO EXAMINE EAR LOBES AND TOES AS THE .LONG ILLUSIVE PREDICTOR
OF JUVENILE DELINQUENCY.
THESE TWO GRANTS WERE DERAILED BECAUSE OF ADVERSE PUBLICITY. TAX
PAYERS AND JUVENILE JUSTICE WORKERS WERE NOT SO FORTUNATE IN SOME
OTHER CASES.
1. A $798,531 GRANT TO A FORMER SCRIPT WRITER FOR CAPTAIN KANGAROO
TO PROVE THROUGH A HOCUS POCUS PROCESS THAT INCEST, EVEN THE
MURDER OF CHILDREN, 18 CAUSED BY READING PLAYBOY MAGAZINE.
MR. CHAIRMAN I DON'T KNOW WHETHER TO LAUGH OR CRY ABOUT
Q
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THIS GRANT, BUT 1 ASK YOU TO CONSIDER THAT THIS $800,000
RIP-OFF REPRESENTS OVER ONE PERCENT OF ALL FUNDS APPROPRIATED
IN FY '84 FOR THE JUVENILE JUSTICE ACT.

2. RECENTLY MR. REGNERY AWARDED A NON-COMPETITIVE $4.2 MILLION
GRANT TO PEPPERDINE UNIVERSITY IN LOS ANGELES FOR A SO-CALLED
NATIONAL SCHOOL SAFETY NETWORK. IRONICALLY HE HAD PREVIOUSLY
ELIMINATED A PROGRAM THAT DEALT EFFECTIVELY WITH THIS ISSUE
THROUGH IMPROVING THE CLIMATE OF PUBLIC HIGH SCHOOLS. AT

HIS SENATE CONFIRMATION HEARDINGS, MR. REGNERY, A SELE-
PROCLAIMED ADVOCATE OF STATES RIGHTS, TOLD THE SENATE

JUDICIARY COMMITTEE, "THEY [THE STATES] FOUND SIMPLY THAT

MUCH OF THE ASSISTANCE WAS OF MINIMAL VALUE, AND WE THOUGHT

WE COULD GET MORE VALUE FOR OUR MONEY BY PUTTING IT ELSEWHERE."
ELSEWHERE TURNED OUT TO BE A DEFEATED CANDIDATE FOR CALIFORNIA
ATTORNEY GENERAL, GEORGE NICHOLSON, AND HIS POLITICAL ENTOURAGE.

OUR NEW INSTANT SCHOOL VIOLENCE EXPERT WILL BE PAID $75,000 PER

YEAR TO UNDERTAKE WORK SIMILAR TO THAT WHICH WAS CUT LAST
YEAR BY MR. REGNERY. MR. NICHOLSON IS CHARGED WITH THE
ADDITIONAL TASK OF AIDING PARENTS AND SCHOOLS IN EXPELLING
UNRULY STUDENTS. THIS IS, | BELIEVE, A COMPLETE PERVERSION OF
CONGRESSIONAL INTENT IN PASSING AND FUNDING THE JUVENILE JUSTICE
AND DELINQUENCY PREVENTION ACT. WE NEED TO PREVENT AND TREAT
DISRUPTIVE AND EVEN VIOLENT BEHAVIOR, NOT JUST MOVE IT OUT OF
THE CLASSROOM AND INTO THE STREET.

THESE ARE JUST SOME OF THE INSTANCES OF POUOR JUDGEMENT ON THE PART
OF THE CURRENT OFFICE OF JUVENILE JUSTICE ADMINISTRATION. THESE
NON-COMPETITIVE GRANTS ARE ILLUSTRATIVE OF A PATTERN THAT HAS
CAUSED THE OFFICE TO LOSE THE POSITIVE MOMENTUM (T BUILT UP DURING
THE FORD, CARTER, AND EARLY REAGAN ADMINISTRATION. IN A NUMBER

OF AREAS, SUCH AS JUVENILE JUSTICE STANDARDS, TRAINING, RESEARCH,
AND THE ENTIRE SPECIAL EMPHASIS PROGRAM, GOOD SOLID RESULTS-ORIENTED

EFFORTS HAVE BEEN SABOTAGED IN FAVOR OF NON-COMPETITIVE SWEETHEART

_ o LG5 AVAILABLE
- 229

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




226

DEALS WHICH MOCK GOVERNMENT REGULATIONS AND OUR FREE ENTERPRISE
SYSTEM. THESE GRANTS OFTEN HAVE LITTLE TO DO WITH THE MISSION OF

THE OFFICE OF JUVENILE JUSTICE AND DELINQUENCY PREVENTION.

MR. CHAIRMAN, THE NATIONAL YOUTH WORK ALLIANCE SUPPORTS BOTH S. 2014
AND THE HOUSE VERSION OF THE JUVENILE JUSTICE ACT REAUTHORIZATION,
H.R. 4971. REVIEW OF H.R. 4971 IS QUITE FAVORABLE. IT OFFERS THE HOPE
OF GE'TTING THE JUVENILE JUSTICE AND DELINQUENCY PREVENTION ACT BACK
ON ITS PRO-YOUTH AND FAMILY COURSE. I URGE THAT YOU SERIOUSLY

CONSIDER SUPPORTING MANY OF THE CHANGES IN THE ACT CONTAINED IN THE
HOUSE VERSION.

1 DO WANT TO MENTION SEVERAL PROVISION OF H.R. 4971 WHICH I THINK WILL
AID IN THE IMPROVEMENT OF THE JUVENILE JUSTICE MANAGEMENT AND

DELIVERY SYSTEM.

FIRST 1S THE BAN ON BIO-MEDICAL RESEARCH. THIS TYPE OF RESEARCH, IF
UNDERTAKEN AT ALL, SHOULD BE CONDUCTED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH
AND HUMAN SERVICES, WITH ITS PRESTIGIOUS HEALTH INSTITUTIONS AND ITS
COMMITMENT TO THE STRINGENT PROTECTION OF HUMAN SUBJECTS. WHILE A
CASE CAN BE MADE FOR SOME NON-COMPETITIVE GRANTS -- THE NATIONAL
YOUTH WORK ALLIANCE HAS RECEIVED SEVERAL -- SUCH POOR JUDGEMENT

HAS BEEN MADE RECENTLY THAT THE RESTRICTIONS OF H.R. 4971 ARE NOW

NECESSARY.

GIVEN THIS RECENT CHAIN OF EVENTS, PERHAPS THE MOST IMPORTANT
FEATURE OF H.R. 4971 IS THE CURTAILING OF THE ADMINISTRATOR OF THE
OFFICE OF JUVENILE JUSTICE AND DELINQUENCY PREVENTION'S DISCRETIONARY
POWERS. WITHOUT THOSE NOW NECESSARY CONTROLS, I FEAR THAT SUPPORT
FOR THE JUVENILE JUSTICE AND DELINQUENCY PREVENTION ACT APPROPRIATION
WILL FAD: OVER THE NEXT DEW YEARS. THIS WOULD BE PARTICULARLY
UNFORTUNATE BECAUSE THE STATE FORMULA GRANTS PROGRAM CONTINUES

TO DO WELL, AS WE HEARD THIS MORNING FROM MR. ED EARNEST OF
INNOVATIVE RESOURCES, BIRMINGHAM. ALABAMA, A MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL

YOUTH WORK ALLIANCE. IN GREAT PART THAT IS A CREDIT TO THE GOVERNORS'

r\,r'{l r\r“{ f‘“\ ‘LP\MLE

ui;u ‘J‘

Q

LRIC 230




227

AND THE STATE JUVENILE JUSTICE ADVISORY COMMITTEES' HARD WORK AND

SUPPORT FOR AN IMPROVED YOUTH SERVICE SYSTEM.

THE SAME CANNOT BE SAID FOR THE FEDERAL COODRINATING COUNCIL AND
THE NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE. ONE CAN ONLY WONDER WHAT THE
NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE HAS BEEN DOING SINCE ITS BELATED
APPOINTMENT BY THE PRESIDENT. THE JUVENILE JUSTICE AND DELINQUENCY
PREVENTION ACT IS NOW BEING REAUTHORIZED, YET THEY HAVE NOT MADE
ANY RECOMMENDATIONS TO CONGRESS ON THE SUBJECT. SINCE THEY DON'T
APPEAR TO BE ADVISING ANYONE, A LITTLE "BEHAVIOR MODIFICATION" MAY
BE IN ORDER HERE BY CUTTING FUNDING AVAILABLE TO THE NATIONAL

ADVISORY COMMITTEE BY AT LEAST SIXTY PERCENT.

THE YOUTH WORK ALLIANCE HAS AND CONTINUES TO OPPOSE THE "VALID
COURT ORDER" EXEMPTION FOR DETAINING STATUS OFFENDERS. IT IS AN
UNNEEDED AND COUNTERPRODUCTIVE FEATURE OF THE JUVENILE JUSTICE
SYSTEM. IF, HOWEVER, WE MUST LIVE WITH IT FOR ANOTHER FIVE YEARS,
CERTAINLY ASSURING YOUNG OF THEIR FULL DUE PROCESS RIGHTS IS
WARRANTED. WE SUPPORT S. 520 WHICH WOULD BAR THE INCARCERTATION
OF STATUS OFFENDERS. THE ALLIANCE CONTINUES TO OPPOSE THE USE OF
ADULT JAILS FOR ANY JUVENILES UNDER ANY BUT THE RAREST OF
CIRCUMSTANCES., AND WE THEREFORE SUPPORT S. 522 WHICH OUTLAWS THE

PRACTICE OF USING ADULT JAILS FOR JUVENILES,

THk NATIONAL YOUTH WORK ALLIANCE STRONGLY SUPPORTS THE NEED OF

A NATIONAL CONFERENCE OF STATE JUVENILE JUSTICE ADVOCACY GROUPS
WHICH THE OFFICE OF JUVENILE JUSTICE HAS REFUSED TO SUPPORT. THE
SELECTION OF A GROUP TO ORGANIZE THE CONFERENCE SHOULD BE MADE BY
A COMMITTEE OF STATE JUVENILE JUSTICE ADVISORY GROUP CHAIRS.

WE SUPPORT THE INCLUSION OF THE LAW-RELATED EDUCATION RESOURCE
CENTER IN THE JUVENILE JUSTICE ACT.

IN GENERAL, THE NATIONAL YOUTH WORK ALLIANCE SUPPORTS CONGRESS
DRAFTING A SPECIFIC RESEARCH, TRAINING, AND SPECIAL EMPHASIS

PROGRAM PLAN FOR THE OFFICE OF JUVENILE JUSTICE AND DELINQUENCY

erfc FOSTOSPY AVAILABLE 23y

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

228

PREVENTION. IN THIS REGARD THE REQUIREMENT IN H.R. 4971 THAT THE
AWARD OF SPECIAL EMPHASIS GRANTS BE CHANNELED THROUGH THE
APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEES IS AN EXCELLENT IDEA.

THE NATIONAL YOUTH WORK ALLIANCE STRONGLY SUPPORTS THE

REAUTHORIZATION OF THE RUNAWAY AND HOMELESS YOUTH ACT. WE
SUPPORT MOST OF THE CHANGES RECOMMENDED IN H.R. 4871, HOWEVER,
THE ALLIANCE URGES AN APPROPRIATION OF AT LEAST 35 MILLION DOLLARS

ANNUALLY FOR THIS PROGRAM.

THE ALLIANCE SEES NO NEED FOR SECTION 341(C) FURTHER RESTRICTING
THE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES' GRANT-MAKING
AUTHORITY. RESEARCH AND DEMONSTRATION GRANTS ARE PLAYING AN
IMPORTANT ROLE IN ADVANCING THE STATE-OF-THE-ART IN WORKING WITH
RUNAWAY AND HOMELESS KIDS. THE RUNAWAY YOUTH ACT HAS BEEN A
HIGHLY SUCCESSFUL PROGRAM, BUT A FORMAL EVALUATION IS NOW
OVERDUE. THERE IS ALSO A NEED FOR A FIVE-YEAR CENSUS OF THE ACTUAL
NUMBERS AND TYPES OF TEENAGERS WHO RUN AWAY OR ARE MADE

HOMELESS.

MR. CHAIRMAN, THERE IS A MARKED CONTRAST BETWEEN THE MANAGEMENT
OF THE 23 MILLION DOLLAR RUNAWAY AND HOMELESS YOUTH ACT AND THE
70 MILLION DOLLAR JUVENILE JUSTICE ACT. THE RUNAWAY YOUTH ACT
PROGRAM ADMINISTERED BY THE ADMINISTRATION ON CHILDREN, YOUTH
AND FAMILIES IS AS WELL RUN TODAY AS IT HAS BEEN IN ITS TEN-YEAR
HISTORY. THE JUVENILE JUSTICE AND DELINQUENCY PREVENTION ACT'S

ADMINISTRATION, HOWEVER, HAS HIT AN ALL-TIME LOW.

THEREFORE, 1 URGE THE SUBCOMMITTEE TO CONSIDER NOT ONLY LOCATING

THE MISSING CHILDREN'S ASSISTANCE ACT IN THE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND

HUMAN SERVICES, A5 H.R. 4971 WISELY PROVIDES, BUT TO ALSO CONSIDER
MOVING THE JUVENILE JUSTICE AND DELINQUENCY PREVENTION PROGRAM

BACK TO WHERE IT WAS LOCATED PRIOR TO 1974.

THE NATIONAL YOUTH WORK ALLIANCE ALSQO SUPPORTS THE MISSING CHILDREN'S

ASSISTANCE ACT.
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I ALSO WANT TO DRAW THE SUBCOMMITTEE'S ATTENTION TO THE IMPORTANCE
OF DISTINGUISHING BETWEEN RUNAWAYS AND MISSING CHILDREN. ONE HAS
FLED HOME VOLUNTARILY AND CAN, WITH THE KIND OF SERVICE PROVIDED
BY THE RUNAWAY AND HOMELESS YOUTH ACT, BE PERSUADED TO RETURN
HOME. MISSING CHILDREN ARE, OF COURSE, THE INNCCENT TARGETS OF
CRIMINAL ACTIVITY. MUCH TOUGHT MUST BE GIVEN TO PROPERLY
IMPLEMENTING THE MISSING CHILDREN'S ASSISTANCE ACT SO THAT RUNAWAY
CENTERS DON'T BECOME TARGETS FOR EITHER LAW ENFORCEMENT OR MISSING

CHILDREN'S ADVOCATES.

THE NATIONAL YOUTH WORK ALLIANCE IS ALSO A MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL
COLLABORATION FOR YOUTH. AT A MEETING TWO WEEKS AGO IN ARIZONA,
THE FOLLOWING AGENCIES SPECIFICALLY ENDORSED AND ARE COMMITTED TO
WORKING ON THE REAUTHORIZATION OF THE JUVENILE JUSTICE AND DELINQUENCY
PREVENTION ACT AND THE RUNAWAY AND HOMELESS YOUTH ACT:

AMERICAN RED CROSS

BiG BROTHERS/BIG SISTERS OF AMERICA

BOY SCOUTS OF THE U.S.A.

BOYS CLUBS OF AMERICA

CAMP FIRE

FUTURE HOMEMAKERS OF AMERICA

GIRI, SCOUTS OF THE U.S.A.

GIRLS CLUBS OF AMERICA

NATIONAL BOARD OF THE YWCA OF THE U.S.A.

THE NATIONAL NETWORK OF RUNAWAY AND YOUTH SERVICES

YMCA OF THE U.S.A.

THESE GROUPS DEMONSTRATE THE BREADTH AND DEPTH THAT THIS PROGRAM
CONTINUES TO ENJOY THROUGHOUT THE COUNTRY AND, | EXPECT,

THROUGHOUT THE CONGRESS,

OCCASIONALLY, IN OUR ENTHUSIASM FOR INCREASING APPROPRIATIONS,
AMENDING CERTAIN CLAUSES, AND BROADENING THE SCOPE OF THE ACT'S
INTENT (BY INCLUDING MISSING CHILDREN, FOR EXAMPLE) WE LOSE SIGHT
OF OUR ULTIMATE OBJECTIVE, THE REDUCTION OF CRIME AND DELINQUENCY.
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THE JUVENILE JUSTICE ACT AND THE RUNAWAY AND HOMELESS YOUTH ACT
ARE WORKING. YOUNG PEOPLE ARE COMMITTING FEWER CRIMES. WHILE
JUVENILES ACCOUNTED FOR ONE-HALF OF ARRESTS IN 1974, THEY ACCOUNTED

FOR ONLY ONE-THIRD OF ALL ARRESTS IN 1983, AND FOR THAT REASON ABOVE
ALL WE SHOULD MAINTAIN THE PURPOSES OF THE JUVENILE JUSTICE ACT,

AND PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF THE OFFICE OF JUVENILE JUSTICE. WE

WILL BE SUBMITTING FURTHER TESTIMONY FOR THE WRITTEN RECORD.

THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO TESTIFY.

Senator SpecTer. I would like to call now on Mrs. Barbara
F}x;pchter, the executive director, Juvenile Justice Center, Philadel-
phia.

Mrs. Fruchter, welcome.

Mrs. Fruchter is the wife of one of my friends. On some evenings
Mr. Fruchter and I play squash very late and inconvenience Mrs.
Fruchter. She has had an outstanding record in Pennsylvania for
many years. We are very pleased to welcome her here today.

STATEMENT OF BARBARA FRUCHTER

Mrs. FRUCHTER. Thank you, Senator.

I would like to express appreciation to the Senate Subcommittee
on Juvenile Justice, and to the chairman, Senator Arlen Spector of
Pennsylvania, for inviting me to testify this morning. On behalf of
the 158 organizations that belong to the Juvenile Justice Center
Citizens' Coalition, and the executive committee of the juvenile ad-
visniy committee to the Pennsylvania Commission on Crime and
Delinquency of which I am a member, I state that we strongly sup-
port reauthorization of the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Pre-
vention Act with its original intent and legislative priorities in
tact.

To support our strong position favoring reauthorization, and re-
authorization in a specific form, 1 will share with the committee
statistical data which testify to the effectiveness of this legislation
as administered in Pennsylvania. Then I will explain why continu-
ing the legislation is both cost effective and justifiable at this point
in time; and my testimony will conclude with arguments for closer
congression:il oversight of the administration of the act.

The impact of the JJDP Act in Pennsylvania can best be under-
stood and put into perspective when the facts are examined in the
context of, and in contrast with, testimony given to this committee
by Philadelphia’s diatrict attorney on March 8, 1984. On that date
the comiuittee was told that “the rate of juvenile violence has been
increasing at a shocking level.” This statement was supﬁorted by
data from “between 1960 and 1975"—years preceding the imple-
mentation and subsequent impact of the Juvenile Justice and De-
linquency Prevention Act; 1975 was the year JJDP Act funds
became available in Pennsylvania. In that year there were 48,074
referrals including status offenders, to juvenile court in the State.
Over 89,000 of these juveniles were delinquency referrals. Within 2
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years status offenders in Pennsylvauia were out of delinquency
court, out of detention, and out of correctional facilities.

By 1982, there were fewer than 32,000 delinquent referrals in the
entire State—a drop of 18,3 percent in less than 7 years 1975-82, In
1 year alone, from 1981-82, there was a drop of over 12 percent in
the number of juveniles referred to delinquency court in Pennsyl-
vania. Data already tabulated for 1983 and 1984 indicate that these
years will show an acceleration of this downward trend in delin.
quency, a downward trend which is also reflected in the drop in
population rates at State run training schools in Pennsylvania—
Youtn Development Centers [YDC's).

In 1975, there were 1,1¢2 YDC beds in the State, and they were
filled to capacity. County secure detention facilities were also
packed to overflowing that year.

This year (1984-85), Governor Thornburgh asked the legislature
for a cut of $4 million {from $31,534,000 of last year to $27,849,000
for 1984-85—in the State-run training school [YDC] budget] a cut
made possible in no small part because of the impact of the Juve-
nile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act. The 1975 capacity of
1,152 beds has dropped to 730 beds at present—including intensive
security beds—and even with this cut in capacity two facilities are
being closed for lack of population.

Far from the explosion in juvenile crime you were told exists,
current statistics ' provide evidence of the dramatic decrease in ju-
venile crime in Pennsylvania and the impact of the JJDP Act.

On March & you were also told that “the Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention Act has failed to give proper attention to
the fact that the public is entitled to protection from juvenile crime
* * *" and, due to the “conflict” between “the best interests of the
juvenile” and the public safety, “the approach that dominates the
philosophy of the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act
* * * does not work and cannot be expected to work * * *.

The fact is that the JJDP Act was passed precisely because to its
passage, the public was not being protected from juvenile crime
which continued to escalate despite the rapid expansion and use of
traditional iustitutionalization of youth. It is that pre-JJDP Act es-
calation which is reflected in the decade-stale statistics from 1960
to 1975, used by the Philadelphia District Attorney.

The language of the act speaks directly to new techniques, to di-
version, where possible, and to the development and implementa-
tion of cost-effective alternatives to traditional treatment.

One of many examples of how JJDP funds have been used in
Pennsylvania to develop cost-efficient treatment-effective tech-
niques as alternatives to expensive institutions and security lock-
ups for juveniles is Intensive Probation Aftercare.

Training school recidivism rates, of graduates—under the age of
I8~—run froin 34 percent to over 87 percent, and the cost of each

" Decline - mumber of delingquent referrals to Juvenile court: from 1975 G001 o 1982

st down 1538 percent. Decline in the number of beds needed in YDC' (State run training
schaols) open institutional setting. from 1975 11152 beds! to 1984 (9% hedsi: down 69 percent
teurrent population. 356 Decline in population/usage of secure dotention from 197576 to 19ne-
&3 down 50 percent. Decline in overall mumber of Juveniles arrested in PA: from 1981 to 10K

down L6 percent Decline in the mumber of juveniles arrested and charged with serious/ violent
crimes from [OXO to [952: down 8.4 percent,

BT D Y AWEN] A
Lo / \‘l't"uLABLE

235




232

day a youngster spends in a State run training school is between
$100 and $238 per day. In the Intensive Probation Aftercare Pro-
gram, recidivism rates have been shown to run from zero to a high
of 10.6 percent, and the cost of this program is a tiny fraction of
the cost traditional institutional placement.2

There are also group home programs, detention alternative pro-
grams, restitution, day treatment, tutorial, job training, and other
programs whose success and cost savings have contributed to re-
d}lction in delinquency and recidivism, and justify reauthorization
of the act.

JAIL REMOVAL

On March 8, the committee was also told that “the juvenile jus-
tice system is a criminal justice system for law breakers of a cer-
tain age and must be able to respond * * * as the adult criminal
justice system responds * * *.”

There is hardly a law enforcement or judicial officer in this coun-
try who would pronounce adult jails or the adult criminal justice
system a success. | am reminded of recent and persistent criticism
of this system by Chief Justice Warren Burger. If there is to be no
difference between our treatment of youngsters and the way we
currently respond to adult criminals, then we might as well turn
our backs on the last 10 years of progress and success under the
JJDP Act and abandon ourselves to the hopelessness which perme-
ates the overpacked adult prisons of this Nation.

In 1975 there were 400 juveniles held in the adult prison at
Camp Hill, and 3,330 juveniles held in county jails in Pennsylva-
nia. At least one-third of these were held over 30 days, one-third
were under the age of 12, and one-third of those in county jails
were status offenders. Today, there are no legal juveniles in the
county jails or prisons of Pennsylvania. This total reinoval was ac-
complished without lowering the juvenile age from 18, without
making transfer automatic, and without mushrooming secure de-
tention all over the State. In the wake of this total removal came
the decline in delinquency documented above.

There is indeed a conflict in the juvenile justice system, but it is
not, as stated by the district attorney on March 8, ‘“between the
safety of the public and the best interests of the juvenile,” the con-
flict is between an undeniable, steady record of success brought
about by implementing the provisions and philosophy of the JJDP
Act, and a politically motivated, politically perpetuated mythology
which seeks to promote punitive tactics and discredited bricks and
mortar strategies.

THE SEPARATION OF JUVENILES FROM ADULTS

Another argument made on March 8 was that there is a shortage
of secure facilities for pretrial detention and post-adjudicatory con-
finement of juveniles, and that these shortages should be addressed
by setting aside JJDP funds for one, construction of secure facili-

10 as interesting to note that the success rate of Intensive Probation Aftercare has been
shown not to be related to the length of time o youth was held in an institution prior to being in
the Aftercare Program The key to success here seems to be the care, supervision and reorienta-
tion he gets in his own community after he leaves an institution.
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ties; and two, for prosecutors so that more juveniles can be trans-
ferred to the adult system.,

In 1976-77 $750,000 of JJDP funds were put aside in Pennsylva-
nia to help develop additonal secure detention as alternatives to
county jails. The entire sum was never used, nor was it needed.
Today about 50 percent of the counties’ juvenile detention beds in
Pennsylvania stand empty.

Although Philadelphia traunsfers more juveniles to the adult
criminal justice system than all other 66 Pennsylvania counties put
together, these transfers, from an underutilizerd juvenile system to
a dangerously overcrowded adult system, cannot and should not be
justified by a shortage—real or imagined—of juvenile beds.

Not enough alternative beds to get juveniles out of jails, and not
enough security beds to prevent them from going to adult prison is
a cry that has been repeated periodically since the first Juvenile
Act was passed at the turn of the century. It was a poor excuse for
failing to remove youngsters from the emotional, physical, and
sexual brutalization to which they were subjected in adult prisons
then and it remains a lame excuse today. In States like Pennsylva-
nia, where the provisions and intent of the JIDP Act have been
successfully implemented, not enough beds, is not only a lame
excuse, it is a grossly inaccurate statement.

THE QUESTION OF REAUTHORIZATION

Regnery's testimony: Last week in the House of Representatives,
the Administrator of the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquen-
cy Prevention testified that the JJDP Act should not be reauthor-
ized because the goals of the act have largely been accomplished,
and because, he contends, it dictates policy to the States.

My testimony thus far would reinforce Mr. Regnery’s belief that
the act has been successful. The direction, leadership, and funds
provided under the JJDP Act have, in a comparatively short time,
enabled participating States to prevent and reduce delinquency, to
substitute cost effective, community based treatment for expensive,
anachronistic institutionalization; and to chop away at the hydra-
headed ends of the juvenile justice system—the use of jails and
prisons on one end and the incarceration of noncriminal children
at the other.

But it should be added that failure to reauthorize at this time,
when so much has been learned, would be like building a car and
not putting on wheels—the vehicle would take us no place.

States like Pennsylvania have led the way. But others are just
beginning to know and to believe that they can repeat this success, -
Information must be disseminated. Techniques must be trans-
ferred. Programs need to be replicated, citizens and officials need
to be educated as to what is possible and how to so it, staff needs to
be trained—and most importantly, the lessons learned under the
ai:t a(;xd the values represented in the act must become institution-
alized.

The March 8 testimony to which I refer above, and current legis-
lation introduced into Pennsylvania demostrate that there is an on-
going effort to turn back the clock in the way we deal with our ju-
veniles—both delinquent and nondelinquent. Reauthorization
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would work not only to proliferate the gains made under the act,
but would help ensure tiat methodologies and policies developed
under the act become a permanent part of America’s perception.

If crime reduction is still a national priority, prudence would dic-
tate that we continue a program which has effectively reduced a
prime source of adult crime—juvenile delinquency.

As to Mr. Regnery’s concern that JJDP Act dictates policy, it
should be note that there is no mandate in the act which forces
States to participate. The voluntary choice of participation pre-
cludes any danger that the act could dictate policy to the States.
No State is under obligation to work toward to the goals of the leg-
islation unless that State freely chooses to do so.

In considering the need for reauthorization, there are pitfalls
against which Congress must guard. Foremost of these is distortion
of the intent of the act. Reauthorization would be counterproduc-
tive if money appropriated under the legislation were to be used to
subsidize traditicnal prosecutorial or law enforcement activities
and budgets.

These are not efforts intended to be subsidized by this legislation.
The original intent of the act was unrelated to the purposes of
prosecution, and the success of the act is unrelated to prosecutorial
spending. While it may be self-serving for a district attorney to re-
quest JJDP funds be allocated in order to transfer more juveniles
to jails, it is a perversion of legislative purpose.

Funding questionable research projects ana the practice of
awarding noncompetitive grants or initiatives foreign to legislative
intent are concerns which have surfaced over the past year-—con-
cens to which Congress should address itself.

In conclusion, I would recommend to this committee that there
be a clear message as to Congress’ purpose in reauthorizing the
JJDP Act in order to finish accomplishing those objectives for
which the act was passed in 1974. I would suggest that serious con-
sideration be given to including provisions of H.R. 4971, particular-
ly section 103, and sections 208 and 209 of the bill, and that con-
gressional oversight be built into the legislation to see that there is
no distortion of congressional intent.

Senator SpEcTER. Mrs. Fruchter, do you believe that juvenile
crime has declined in recent years?

Mrs. FrRucHTER. | have the statistics here from Pennsylvania that
are not—I do not think that extraordinary and that out of the ordi-
nary, which I am going to cite in just a minute, thank you.

Senator SPECTER. Al% right.

Mrs. FrRucHTER. The public is, in fact, now being protected from
juvenile crime.

Sens*or SPECTER. Am I to infer that you disagree with District
Attorney Rendell’s testimony?

Mrs. FRUCHTER. You can make that inference. And it is not that
1 disagree with it, it is the facts disagree with it.
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He cited astronomical numbers of juvenile crime increase. And
actually our uniform crime report from the State police of Pennsy-
liania states that more than four-fifths of our juvenile arrests are
made from the following four or five offense: liquor law violations,
disorderly conduct, vandalism, and 19.2 percent for all other viola-
tions.

Senator SpecTER. What aspects of the act do you think have been
successful, Mrs. Fruchter?

Mrs. FRUCHTER. The implementation of new techniques, the idea
of alternatives to incarceration, diversion programs, after care pro-
grams, community-based programs.

Senator SpEcTER. When was the act passed?

Mrs. FRUCHTER. In 1974, And it began to be implemented—the
mpn;ay was distributed in Pennsylvania by 1975, it was growing
nicely.

Senator SpeECTER. Do you believe there are any juveniles who
grow up to be criminal adults on the certification program?

Mrs. FRUCHTER. 256 juveniles were certified in Philadelphia from
April 30, 1980, to June 1982. Of those certified 113 were given
prison sentences. And of the prison sentences imposed, 6 out of 210
Juveniles tried—46 still pending trial—were given more than the
maximum amount of time a juvenile had spent in the juvenile
system. Perhaps those six were not amendable to treatment in the
juvenile system, but what are the facts regarding all the others.

We intend to use formula grant money this year in Pennsylvania
to focus on juveniles who may be certifiable under the law in our
State and to develop programs for them.

Senator SPECTER. So you think that the juvenile system can deal
with violence to the extent that it exists among juveniles approxi-
mately as well as certification to be tried as adults?

Mrs. FrRUCHTER. There is no question. The facts show that in
those intensive treatment programs developed—with the help of
JJDP Funds—that can be done, and done to the advantage of the
public as well as the youth. Where the youth is rehabilitated the
public is better protected than when he is released from prison
more alicnated, more dangerous than when he went in.

Senator Specter. Well, Mrs. Fruchter, we very much appreci-
ate——

Mrs. FruchTkr. I'd like to address your previous question about
status offenders and State’s rights.

Senator SpECTER. Sure.

Mrs. FRUCHTER. In Pennsylvania we are pleased and proud that
you have introduced your legislation to remove status offenders
from jail. Our studies show that in Pennsylvania status offenders
were held longer than other juveniles in jails because they had no
family support. It is not a matter of State’s rights. It is a matter of
national well being to remove status offenders.

We are a mobile society. My grandchildren will associate with
kids who have been held in jails, and they are also going to have to
pay the welfare bills of youngsters who are emotionally mutilated
in jails. It is expensive, it is dangerous and it is discriminatory to
hold juveniles who have committed no crime in correctional faci!
ties when adults could not be held under those circumstances. And
any kind of discrimination is a national problem.
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Senator SpecTer. Thank you very much. I very much appreciate
your coming from Philadelphia on such a bad day, very much ap-

precilate your being here, Ms. Bucy, Mr. Treanor. Thank you very
much. :

The hearing is adjourned.

[Whereupon, at 11:05 a.m., the subcommittee recessed, to recon-
vene subject to the call of the Chair.]




MISSING CHILDREN’S ASSISTANCE ACT

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 21, 1984

U.S. SENATE,
SUBCOMMITTEE ON JUVENILE JUSTICE,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC.

The subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, in room SD-226,
Dirksen Senate Office Building, commencing at 10:20 a.m., Hon.
Arlen Specter (subcommittee chairman), presiding.

Present: Senator Metzenbaum.

Staff present: Mary Louise Westmoreland, chief counsel and staff
director; Ellen Greenberg, professional staff member; and Tracy
McGee, chief clerk.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. ARLEN SPECTER, A U.S. SENATOR
FROM THE STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, CHAIRMAN, SUBCOM-
MITTEE ON JUVENILE JUSTICE

Senator SPECTER. Good morning ladies and gentlemen. I regret
being late. I was attending a meeting off the Hill. I apologize to all
of you for keeping you waiting. Senator Metzenbaum had to g0
over to the floor momentarily. With unanimous-consent agreement,
he will return.

Director Regnery, we appreciate your being with us.

Suffice it to say at this time our focus of concern is the issue of
reauthorization of the provisions of the Juvenile Justice and Delin-
quency Prevention Act.

Director Regnery, we thank you for submitting your statement
in advance. It will be made a part of the record in full. And to the
extent that you can summarize it, we would appreciate it, leaving
the maximum amount of time for questions.

STATEMENT OF ALFRED S. REGNERY, ADMINISTRATOR, OFFICE
OF JUVENILE JUSTICE AND DELINQUENCY PREVENTION, AC-
COMPANIED BY JAMES M. WOOTTON, DEPUTY ADMINISTRATOR

Mr. REGNERY. Fine, I will do that, Senator. I am prepared to
summarize it. I would like to read the first couple of pages just be-
cause it is somewhat technical 8o that I keep it straight.

The Department supports, with minor modifications, the portions
of the proposed Missing Children’s Act which would establish & na-
tional resource center and clearinghouse on missing children infor-
mation and which would provide other services relating to missing
children, This committee has heard, as has the House of Represent-
atives, considerable testimony regarding the missing children issue

(237

241




238

and what can be done about it. We believe that the Federal Gov-
ernment can be of greatest assistance in dealing with the problem
through the establishment of a national center for missing and ex-
ploited children.

My office is now in the process of developing a plan for a nation-
al center for missing and exploited children which we hope to fund
and have operating soon. That project is designed to accomplish
most of the things envisioned by S. 2014. We hope to provide first-
year funding at $1.5 million, which we believe will be adequate to
establish the center, hire a competent and sufficient staff, fund a
hotline, prepare and distribute materials, information, and data to
the public, assist law enforcement, the public, and citizens groups
concerned with missing children, and orchestrate a prevention
campaign.

Although data and statistics are not definitive, estimates indicate
that as many as 1% million children are missing from their homes
each year. Approximately 1 million of these children are runaways
or, in some cases, throwaways—children forced out of their homes.
The results of a 3-year study by the Missing and Exploited Child
Unit of Louisville, KY, revealed that as many as 85 percent of the
exploited children they encountered were missing from their homes
when they were subject to exploitation.

The most critical point is this: Any child who has lost his or her
home is in significant danger from emotional, physical, sexual, or
criminal exploitation. The existence of a national resource center
will help identify the relationship between missing and exploited
children and the link between exploited children and later delin-
quency.

A Federal response to these issues is both critical and appropri-
ate. The striking mobility of our society means that the pornogra-
phy quickly moves beyond local law enforcement jurisdictions.
There is a definite need for national coordination and dissemina-
tion of information concerning missing and exploited children. Fur-
thermore, we have learned that the search for a missing child is
often a Jonely search—conducted by the parents and relatives
themselves. These dedicated individuals have expressed, even
before this subcommittee, their critical need for help. A national
center for missing and exploited children will provide the active as-
sistance needed to dealing with this national problem.

S. 2014 calls for an authorization of $10 million with which to
fund missing children’s activities. We support assisting missing
children along the lines suggested by S. 2014, but we urge that the
activities contemplated in S. 2014 ge performed under the grant
program contained in title VI of S. 1762, the Administration’s Com-
prechensive Crime Control Act of 1983. This legislation, which
would establish the Office of Justice Assistance, would anuthorize
appropriations for grants related to criminal justice assistance and
has already received an appropriation contingent upon enactment
of authorizing legislation. We would support an increase for fund-
ing in OJA for this program.

We would be pleased to work with the subcommittee staff on
other modifications to S. 2014, such as a clarification of the tele-
phone hotline function, because of the absence from the bill of any
authority for the utilization or dissemination of the information re-

242




239

ported by individuals through the telephone reporting system. Fur-
ther the proposed definition of the term “missing child” appears to
be excessively narrow by eliminating from consideration under the
program children aged 14 through 17, unless circumstances indi-
cate the child was abducted.

We also suggest additional language be incorporated to reduce
the potential for misunderstanding the nature of the resources
center and confusing its role with operational investigative or law
enforcement agencies.

Mr. Chairman, as you know the administration does not support
reauthorization of title II of the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Prevention Act. We believe that parts of the act that have been
successful should be incorporated into the proposed Office of Jus-
tice Assistance and funded therein. Qther parts of it should be
funded directly by the States and local governments.

The act which has been in force since 1974 has, as far as its man-
dates are concerned, been very successful. There are 46 States, ter-
ritories, and the District of Columbia which participate in the act.

As far as deinstitutionalization of status offenders is concerned,
we find there are 88 percent fewer status offenders now within in.
stitutions than there were when the act was passed. We also be-
lieve that there is a commitment on the part of the States to dein-
stitutionalize as well as statutes and many that require precisely
what our act does require.

We believe that the circumstances regarding deinstitutionaliza-
tion will not become better with a continuation of the act but, in
fact, could be better performed without the act so that the States
can respond to their own individual problems.

As far as separation of adults and youths in jails and other insti-
tutions are concerned, 39 States are now in full compliance, 14
other States have made sufficient progress to meet the require-
ments of the act. And we believe as with deinstitutionalization the
States will continue to make progress without the continuation of
the act itself.

As far as removal of juveniles from adult jails is concerned, the
States are making good progress. Because the mandate does not
become effective until 1985, we do not know, of course, precisely
where they are. But as our staff monitors the States we find that
sufficient progress has been made to be encouraging.

As far as the question of deinstitutionalization goes, as I point
out in my testimony, we have looked at the issues from the stand-
point of vecidivism. We find that through a study we had done by
the American Justice Institute, that recidivisn. has not been effec-
tive particularly by deinstitutionalization; that study found that
comparisons of youths who were, and were not in DSO programs,
there was no difference in recidivism. Of the 14 programs in which
recidivism rates could be compared, no differences were found in §,
in 3 of the deinstitutionalized youth did better as far as recidivism
was concerned, and in 3 they did worse.

Most status offenders were held in secure facilities or confined in
detention centers at the local level pending adjudication. The
impact of DSO on local detention is not clear. There is only scanty
data available from far too few jurisdictions to deteimine whether
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substantial progress has been made toward removing these youths
from voluntary confinement.

In the studies reviewed for this report, 19 indicated a reduction
in detention, 7 reported no change and 5 reported an increase.
Many jurisdictions that developed alternatives without prohibiting -
confinement expressed net widening effects in which the alterna-
tive programs were used mainly for juveniles who previously had
been handled on an informal basis and the status offenders who
previously were detained continued to be held in secure facilities.

The study also found that the absolute prohibitions against con-
finement produced changes in the use of discretion, popularly
termed relabeling, which resulted in many of the cases that previ-
ously might have been treated as status offenses being handled as
minor offenses.

Additionally, in some of the jurisdictions which prohibited con-
finement the research indicated that law enforcement officers and
the agencies responcivle for delivery of services on a voluntary
basis simply were not dealing with these youths at all and that
those most in need of services were not receiving them.

Senator, we have done a little bit more work into the question
that—the last point I raised from the recidivism study, that is the
reduction in services that has accompanied by deinstitutionaliza-
tion movement and although it is very difficult to find complete
data and although it is difficult to draw conclusions, we are begin-
ning to find that there are a number of things which are consist-
ently told to us by law enforcement people, runaway people and so
on around the country, which are rather troubling I guess as far as
the DSO initiative is concerned.

First of all, there are considerably more runaways now than
there were in 1974, although there are considerably fewer teen-
agers. Probably about twice as many runaways and some 3 or 4
million fewer teenagers than there were in 1974,

We also find that only 5 to 10 percent of all runaways ever re-
ceive the services that are provided to them in the voluntary
system. We find as we talk to law enforcement officers that their
attitudes toward runaways are often demoralized as far as dealing
with them is concerned. As we discuss the question of missing chil-
dren and police investigations of the missing children cases, gener-
ally, as I think you have probably heard in the testimony already,
that one of the major problems is the fact that police simply take
the attitude that a missing child is a runaway and do not respond.

To the extent that that may have been affected by DSO, we do
not know. But again, it is an issue that is raised again and again
and we are trying to look into it.

Now, what happens to these runaways on the street is something
that is very, very concerning to us &nd I am sure to every parent
and every American. Generally speaking, I think it is safe to say as
runaways leave home, as they stay away from home, they survive
on the street by committing crimes and those crimes are most
often prostitution, pornography, theft, and drug dealing.

There is a Florida study, in fact, which we are getting for your
staff members. And I am sorry we have not gotten the full study
vet. | guess it is on its way, which claims that in Florida——
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Senator SpecTeR. You had referred to this Florida study and we
have asked you for it.

Mr. REGNERY. Yes.

Sena;]:)or SpECTER. What is the study that we cannot seem to get a
copy of"

Mr. REGNERY. We had trouble finding it. We finally did find the
person who wrote it and he is in Fort Lauderdale, I believe, and he
is supposed to have mailed it yesterday.

Senator SprcTER. Do you have a copy of the study?

Mr. ReGNERY. No; I only have reference to it in the study that
was done in Kentucky on exploited youth and they quote from it.
But they do not have the actual study.

There are several other consistent figures, though, that we do
have. And, as you know, the Florida study claims that those chil-
dren who stay away for more than 2 weeks, 75 percent support
themselves by prostitution, pornography, drugs, and theft.

The New York City Police Department estimates that 90 percent
of the runaways that they see have been involved in prostitution at
one time or another when they were running away.

There is a Wisconsin study that was done of runaway girls that
found that 54 percent needed to steal in order to survive and 70
percent needed to resort to prostitution.

The National Fund for Runaway Children estimates that 7 out of
every 10 runaways—I am sorry, 7 out of 10 child prostitutes are
runaways.

The GAO has estimated that there may be as many as a million
children who are involved in prostitution across the country.

Now, if 7 out of 10, as has been estimated, of those are runaways,
that is certainly a major contribution to that problem.

I think what we are beginning to conclude is that as far as the
deinstitutionalization mandates of the act are concerned, the act
may have been too strict in preventing any kind of secure deten-
tion,

What we are saying is certainly not that we should return to the
system that we had before the act was passed, and I do not think
anybody would advocate that that be done, but instead that run-
away programs be permitted in some cases to keep children who
are runaways, chronic runaways particularly, in some kind of
secure facility in order to keep them there. The reason for that is
that some of these kids who run away will run away continually
again and again and completely lose control as they go back onto
the street and become more involved in prostitution, drugs, and so
on and so forth, their lives become more out of control than they
otherwise would.

As we talked to the runaway people, they said if you keep some
of those kids in secure confinement, we would be able to deal with
their problems by keeping them there.

Senator SpecTer. But the question arises, Mr. Regnery, what
kind of facilities ure we to have these status offenders in? Perhaps
we ought to start from the beginning be"~r~ coming to that ques-
tion.

The funding for the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Prevention has been at $70 million a year and you have suggested
that functions be covered in the Justice Assistance Act.
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Mr. REGNERY. That is right.

Senator SPECTER. What assurance do we have that the Justice
Assistance Act is going to Le passed? At the momert it is part of a
crime package linked in the Senate with the squabble between the
House and the Senate. There is really no assurance that the Jus-
tice Assistance Act is going to be passed, is there?

Mr. REGNERY. | guess there are not, no.

Senator SPECTER. If the Justice Assistance Act is not passed, how
are we to take care of funding for those aspects of OJJDP which
you agree to be important?

Mr. ReGNERY. That is a good question, I guess.

Senator Specter. Give me a good answer.

Mr. REGNERY. Well, I guess that is up to the Congress. I do not
know what——

Senator SPECtER. Well, one response is to have the Office of Ju-
venile Justice and Delinquency Prevention as a separate act where
we know how to structure it and how to get the money.

Mr. REGNERY. That is true.

Senator SpecTer. If Justice Assistance is not passed, would you
agree with the reauthorization of OJJDP?

Mr. REGNERY. Well, I obviously do not have the authority to do
that without consulting with OMB and others.

I can say that if OJJDP were to be restructured, I would certain-
ly be happy to work with your staff and make some recommenda-
tions to things that should be changed.

Senator SpecTer. Well, would restructuring OJJDP provide a
basis for agreement by the administration to reauthorize the act?

Mr. REGNERY. I cannot answer that. I do not know.

Senator SPECTER. | would like to pursue that with you because
we do not really know what is going to happen to the Justice As-
sistance Act.

Mr. RrGNEry. Right. Well, it is obviously up to more people who
a}r]'e higher in the administration than I am to make a decision like
that.

Senator Spicter. | have had discussions with people in the ad-
ministration. I have had discussions with Mr. Meese in his capacity
as counselor to the President and 1 have also had discussions with
him in anticipation of the Judiciary Committee hearings on Attor-
ney (General and just yesterday this with him to some extent in the
secord in the early rounds of the hearings.

We are not really precise as to where we are heading, but it is
my understanding that at least from Meese’s point of view, he
would be agreeable to maintaining the funding level at $70 million
if there could be some restructuring.

Do you know whether the administration would be prepared to
see the funding remain at $70 million for the purposes set forth in
the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention?

Mr. RecNERY. No, I do not know if they would or not.

Senator SPECTER. Do you know what figure the administration
has in mind?

Mr. ReaNEery. The only figure I have heard is zero.

Senator Sprcter. Well, if these functions are to be taken care of
in the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention in the
Justice Assistance Act, what would the figure be?
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Mr. ReaNEry. Well, I presume that what we are anticipating
now is that the figure would be that figure that Congress has al-
ready authorized and appropriated. And there is an authorization I
think in one House of appropriation and in the other House——

Senator SPECTER. I do not think that is so, Mr. Pegnery. I think
that Mr. Messe, speaking in his role as counsr:lor to the President,
envisages a figure which is different than the one in the Justice
Assistance Act. Last year we talked about Justice Assistance at
$100 million to cover a number of functions which was separate
and distinct from the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Prevention.

Is your understanding at variance with that?

Mr. REGNERY. My understanding is what my testimony says, and
that is what we are anticipating is that the Office of Justice Assist-
ance, which is at about $100 million as proposed by the Congress
now, would include the activities that are now performed by
0J.JDP.

Senator SpecTER. All 70 million dollars’ worth?

Mr. ReGNERY. Well, I presume that there would be something
less than $70 million spent. Of course $45 million is a direct grant
program to the States, which leaves some $30 million less the ad-
ministrative money which is discretionary.

Senator SpectkR. Mr. Regnery, I would appreciate it if you would
consult with others in the administration, Mr. Meese or OMB, who-
ever is appropriate, and respond by saying how much of the Justice
Assistance Act is going to be backed by the administration on the
$100 nllion figure and respond to my understanding that the $70
million is to be in addition to the $100 million and that the admin-
istration's proposal is not to cut the total of $170 million in funding
but to have some restructuring within the way it is administered.

Mr. REGNERY. I will be glad to try to get an answer to that ques-
tion, Senator, to respond.

Just to clarify the point though, as my testimony is not prepared
we envision only the Office of Justice Assistance as proposed by the
administration without additional funding.

Senator SpECTOR. So you are saying that $100 million is to cover
all the functions of the Office of Justice Assistance which would in-
clude what has been done for Juvenile Justice heretofore in a sepa-
rate figure?

Mr. REGNERY. That is right.

Senator SpecTeRr. I do not think tF 't is what Mr. Meese had in
mind. But if you would pursue that, . vould appreciate it.

Mr. Regnery, [ am very concerned about your conclusions on the
lack of need for reauthorization of QJJDP. in light of the substan-
tial number of status offenders and nonoffenders in inappropriate
detention. As I understand it, the Justice Department’s budget pro-
posal for fiscal year 1485 says itself that there is some 85,000 such
status offenders and nonoffenders who are in inappropriate deten-
tion. )’I‘hat is an accurate reference to Justice Department conclu-
sions’

Mr. ReGNERyY. T do not recall those figures exactly.

Senator Spectir. Well, I believe that it is.

47




244

If so, what is the Justice Department—what do you propose
should be done with that very serious problem if you do not reau-
thorize OJJDP?

Mr. REGNERY. Well, some of that problem will not be overcome
even if you do reauthorize OJJDP. Some of those status offenders
are in States ihat do not participate in our program. And of course
we have no control over those States at all.

Senator SpECTER. How many? Not very many?

Mr. REGNERY. I do not know exactly. There are four States—I
can find out exactly for you.

Senator SrecTER. Well, you are tolking about a proportionate
space and they are lesser populated States, you are talking perhaps
about 2,000 or 3,000.

Mr. REGNERY. That is true. That may be.

Senator SPECTER. So what are we going to do with the balance of
the 35,0007

Mr. REacNERY. Well, there are various exceptions to the statute
which allow in some cases some of those kids to be held for short
periods of time, for 48 hours or whatever. There are also various
exceptions where nonpopulated counties for example will hold the
children for a period of time and so on and so forth, and I could
find out precisely what those figures are tor you.

In addition, I think some of those kids are held in facilities
through loopholes in the act where they are relabeled or where
they are in a facility where perhaps in fact what they did may
have been partially a status offense, partially a minor crime.
Where the police used to arrest one on a status offense, they may
now arrest one on a minor crime instead and hold them under that
kind of——

Senator SPECTER. Mr. Regnery, I do not think that is so with this
35,000. This is a category of status offenders and nonoffenders and
not those charged with offenses.

Mr. REGNERY. I do not know what the origin of the 35,000
number is.

Senator Spectir. Well, would you take a look at that and re-
spond to the subcommittee on what your proposal is for dea,
wit.: that problem?

Mr. REGNERY. Yes, sir.

Senator SpecTER. The National Coalition for Jail Reform reports
that there are some 479,000 children jailed each year and that in
excess of 100,000, 25 percent of them are simply status offenders.

Are you familiar with that study?

Mr. RkGNERY. Yes, I have seen those numbers, Senator. There is
a good deal of dispute about those numbers. That was a study that
was done 3 or 4 years ago, I believe, which was a—basically cross-
ing the portal study. During the course of the year there were that
many juveniles who entered and again left in some cases as a
matter of only hours, jails, lockups, whatever they were.

[ think the Bureau of Justice Statistics did a study 2 years ago
and it is my recollection that they found at any given time there
were some 1,800 designated as status offenders in jails and lockups
at any given time in the year.
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As I say, I think there is a good deal of dispute over t! .. 179,000
number. And again, some of those are going to be exceptions to our
act.

Now, in terms of what we are recommending be done about it, I
think the comniitiaent exists on the part of the States. These are
basically State problems. And what we are recommending is that
that be an initiative to be continued to be carried out in the State
Capitols rather than in Washington.

enator SpecTER. Well, whatever statistics you may accept, I
think the 1,800 figure is not a realistic one. We have had an enor-
mous volume of testimony which has come before this committee,
many, many case histories, many, many experts who testified
about an enormous problem in two directions,

One direction is that status offenders misnamed runaways, aban-
doned and neglected children are placed in jails.

The second problem, separate and distinct, is that there are a
tremendous number of juveniles charged with offenses, many of
them minor offenses, who are mixed -ith adult offenders. And the
basic concern that this subcommittee has and that I have, Mr. Reg-
nery, is what are we going to do about these major problems if
your recommendations follow and the Office of Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention is zeroed out? I just do not think it is
realistic to do that.

Mr. ReaNery. Well, as I say, Senator, in my testimony, the
amount of money that we provide to the States is not nearly suffi-
cient to correct the problem. The problem is basically directed with
the State taxpayers’” money and it has been—there has been——-

Senator SpecTER. Has not it been important seed money to stimu-
late State action?

Mr. REGNERY. Yes, but I think we have done that, That is what
we are saying, Senator, in the last 10 years we provided the seed
money. Many States passed statutes which now require them to do
what the act requires, that there is a commitment, both a moral
and legal cc'~mitment on the part of State governments across the
country, to c...ry out these mandates. And we think that they will
continue to carry out those mandates with or without the Federal
Government telling them that they need to.

Senator SpecTER. Well, your views, Mr. Regnery, are at variance
with what Governors have testified to and district attorneys have
testified to and just a stream of witnesses that have testified to.

When you say that the funds provided are not enough to handle
the robl);am, I agree with you about that but it seems to me the
conclusion is not to abandon the program entirely but if not to in-
crease the funds which we ought to do in my judgment, at least not
to decrease them and not to abandon the program,

Mr. Regnery, cre you familiar with-——I am sure you are, we
talked about this before—the General Accounting Office study and
the major deficiencies which this report that is now a year old, we
had this before us when you testified last year, March 22, 1983, so
it isdiust a year old. The major deficiencies which the GAO has
found in so many States in the United States which do take
moneys and are subject to the guidelines of QJJDP.

Mr. REGNERY. Yes: I am generally familiar, although I have not
looked at that study for quite some time, Senator. As I recall

<49




246

though, the Justice Department did respond to it and we found
that there were a good many interpretations that the GAO made
which were not consistent with the act and where some of the
problems they found were in fact exceptions that were allowed
either under the act or regulations that my office has promulgated,
and I cannot, off the top of my head, cite exactly what those figures
are. But it was my recollection that there is accompanying corre-
spondence from the Department of Justice which addresses those
issues.

Senator SpecTer. Well, would you provide that to me because
this GAO study standing as it does, suggests to me that there is a
long way yet to go under the existing legislation.

Mr. Regnery, if we are to impose this burden on the States, what
is your judgment as to the provisions of Senate bills S. 520, S. 521
and S. 522 which would itnpose as a matter of Federal law on
States the obligation to separate juvenile offenders and adult of-
fenders, with the States having the obligation to pay for it?

Mr. ReEGNERY. | am not prepared to testify about those bills
today, Senator. I have looked at them in the past. It has been sev-
eral months since I have and 1 believe there is a hearing that is
going to be held up here sometime in the next month or so, at
which T will be glad to testify. I would have to testify without
hla)\ving the bills in front of me and without having prepared myself
about it.

Senator Specter. Well, those are bills that you and I talked
about a lot of times.

Mr. ReeNErY. Well, I have but I am not prepared to testify in
this kind of a forum today without preparing myself.

Senator SpecTER. We have President Reagan coming in at 11
o'clock meeting with the Republican Conference, which is an event
which is scheduled in the last day or two. And Senator Metz-
enbaum is going to be returning and wants to—and has some ques-
tions.

When do you anticipate that you will have the results of that
Florida study, Mr. Regnery, do you know?

Mr. REGNERY. I understand it was mailed yesterdaf', Senator, so
we should have it for you today or tomorrow. We will get it to you
as sorn as we get it.

Svnator SPECTER. Mr. Regnery, how much reliance do you place
on the study which is included in your testimony which found no
difference in the recidivism rates, whether status offenders were
institutionalized or not?

As staff and I have reviewed that study, the definition of recidi-
vism is so broad as to “include any type of recontact, referral to
court or re-arrest by the police” as opposed to the court adjudica-
tions.

I ask you that because the two studies which you have cited are
frankly not very impressive or conclusive. I do not know that we
get very far on the studies. I think we probably come to a basic
disagreement as to philosophy on approach and role of the Federal
Government on OJJNP and where it ought to be going.

Mr. ReaNERY. Well, that study referred to, Senator, is more of a
literature review than a study. It was something that we had done
to pull together all of the studies that could be found, both pub-
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lished :nd unpublished. Each one of them is going to use a differ-
ent me.hodology. I presume each of these studies viewed, each one
of them is probably going to have a different definition of all of the
different things that they use, so it is rather hard to come to any
complete conclusion.

I have presented it to you, for what it says on its face, which is
basically that the author reviewed these studies and this is what
each of the studies showed.

Senator SPECTER. So it is not an original study but, as you say, it
is a review of the literature?

Mr. REGNERY. Yes; it is probably the only thing and, therefore,
the best thing that we have.

Senator SPECTER. Mr. Regnery, what I would like te do now, it is
10:50 and, as I say, the President is scheduled to meet with the Re-
publican Caucus. And I think the preferable thing since Senator
Metzenbaum has not returned, we would like to get the Florida
study and then if it is agreeable from your point of view to have a
follow up hearing.

Mr. REGNERY. Fine.

Senator SpecTER. Perhaps we might even comnbine that with the
hearing on 8. 520, S. 521 and S. 522, which is going to be a full
committee hearing.

Let us leave open the question as to whether we will have it sep-
arate or not.

But if you could provide that Florida study to us at the earliest
possible time, I would appreciate that and we will reconvene the
hearing.

Mr. REGNERY. Fine.

Senator SpECTER. Thank you very much, ladies and gentlemen.

Thank you, Mr. Regnery.

(Whereupon, at 10:57 a.in., the subcommittee recessed, to recon-
vene subject to the call of the Chair.]

[The prepared statement of Mr. Regnery follows:]
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PREPARED STATEMENT OF ALFRED REGNERY

fhank you veryv mach, Mr. Chairman, for inviting the
Department of Justice to testify this morning on the Missing
Children's Act and on the reauthorization of the Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention (JJDP) Act. I am here, as the
Administrator of the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinguency
Prevention {0JJDP), on behalf of the Department of Justice and
the Administration.

Missing Children

/ The Department supports, with minor modifications, the
portions of the proposed Missing Children's Act which would
estahlish a national resource center and clear inghouse on missing
children information and which would provide other services
relating to missina children. This Committee has heard, ac har
the House of Representatives, considerahle testimony regarding
the missiny children issue and what can be done about it. We
believe that the federal government can be of greatest assictance
in dealing with the problem through the establishment of a
National Center for Missinq and Exploited Children.

My office is now in the process of developing a plan for a
National Center for Micsing and Exploited Children which we hopc
to fund and have operating soon. That project is designed to
accomplish most of the things envisioned by §.2014. We hope tc
provide first-year funding of $1.5 million, which we believe will
be adeaduate to establish the Center, hire a competent and
sufficient staff, fund a hotline, orepare and distribute
materiale, information, ani data to the public, assist law
erforcement, the pitlic, and citizen 9roups concerned with
missing children, and orchestrate a prevention campaiitn.

Althoug"% data and statistice are not definitive, estiniter
indicate that ac many a< a million-and-a-half children are
missing from their homes each year. Approximately one million of
these children are runaways or, in some cases, throwaways --

children forced out of their homes. The re ults of a three-ycir
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study by the Missing and Exploited Child Unit of Louigville,
Kentucky, revealed that as many as 858 of the explolted children
they encountered were missing from their homes when they were
subject to exploitation.

The most critical point is this: any child who has lost his
or her home is in significant danger from emotional, physical,

sexual, or criminal exploitation. The existence of a national

resource center will help identify the relationship between
missing and exploited children and the link between exploitesd
children and later delinquency.

A federal response to these issues is both critical and

appropriate. The striking mobility of our society means that the

case of a missing child or an investigation {nto child
pornography quickly moves beyond local law enforcement
Jurisdictions. fThere is a definite need for national
coordination and dissemination of information concerning missing
and exploited children. Furthermore, we have learned that the
search for a missing child is often a lonely search -- conducted

by the parents and relatives themselves. These dedicated

individuals have expressed, even before this Subcommittee, their
critical ne-d for help. A National Center for Missing and
Exnloited Children will provide the active assictance needed in
dealing with thic national problem.

5.2014 calls for an authorization of $10 million with which

to fund Missing Children's activities. We support assisting

missing children along the lines suggested by S8.2014, but we urge
that the activities contemplated in 5.2014 be per formed under the
grant program contained in Title VI of 5.1762, the
Administration's Comprehensive Crime Control Act of 1983, Thig
leqinlation, which would estahlish the Office of Justice
Assistance, would authorize anpropriations for grants related to
criminal justice assistance and has already received an
aspronriation contingent unon enactment of authorizing

leasislation. We would support an increase for funding in OJA

for this program.
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We would be plecased to work with the Subcommittee staff
on other modifications to S. 2014, such as a clarification of
the telephone hot-line function, because of the absence from
the bill of any authority for the utilization or dissemination
of the information reported by indisiduals through the tele-
phone reporting system. Further the proposed definition of the
term "missing child" appears to be excessively narrow by
eliminating from counsideration under the program children
aged fourteen through seventeen, unless circumstances in-
dicate the child was abducted. We also suggest additional
language by incorporated to reduce the potential for misunder-
standing the nature of the resource center and confusing its

role with operational investigative or law enforcement agencies.

Reauthnrization

As you know, Mr, Chairman, the Administration supports the
reauthorization of Title 111 of the JIDP Act, known as the
Runaway and Homeless Youth Act and administered by the Department
of Health and Human Services, but opposes reauthorization of
Title 11, relating to the Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention. Those functions of the office which have
proven to be worthwhile and successful, in addition to the
missing children aspects of the bill before you, would be carrie?
forth instead by the pronosed Office of Justice Assistance.

Other functions of the JINDP Act have been adequately tested, we
helieve, to indicate whether they either work or do not; those
activities that have demonstrated their effectiveness can he
continued and funded b state and local o~vernments, if they so
dezire., Other functions of the office which have proven to be
counterproductive should no longer ne funded by the federal
government. we balieve that the programe of the
sort required by the JIDP Act should not be mandated to the
states.

Deinstitutionalization of Status Offenders

One of the primary purposes of the Act was to
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deinatitutionalize sratus cffenders (those juveniles whose
offenses would not he offenses were they adults), dlverting ther
from the judicial syatem and out of gecure detention facilities

and into community-based, non-judicial gettings,

Deinstitutionalization of status offenders has largely been
accomplished as & cesult of the JIDP Act, at least to the extent
that juvenile status offenders are now only rarely held in secure
detention facilities, The effects of deinstitutionalization, as
I will indicate later in my testimony, are not as positive.

Forty-six states and the District of Columbia now

participate in the JJDP Act by, among other things,
deinstitutionalizing their status offenders in order to get Jab?
Act money, in accordance with Section 223 (a) {12) (A) and (R) of
the Act. Fach of thess states has submitted a plan and submits
annual reports to my office containing a review of its progress
made to achieve deinstitutionalizatjon. The other four states,
North Dakota, South Dakota, Wyoming, and Nevada, indicate at the
present time no desire to participate in the Act.

We believe that the states which now participate in the
program will continue to deinstitutionalize without the federal
qovernnent s woney, and will be able to do so more successfully
without the unyielding and strict requirements of federal law.
Each state has a different set of circumstances and, without the
need to comply with federal mandates, will be able to adjust its
programs to meet its own local problems and conditions. Since
the funds OJJDP provides to states are insufficient to cover the-
full cost of deinstitutionalization, the individual states must
have chown a commitment to deinstitutionalize status offenders in
order to participate in the program. More than federal money, in
other words, was required for the states to joein the program;
with the relatively small amount of 0JJDP money goiny to each
state, there is no reason to believe that the states will now

retreat from their commitment, with the exception of perhaps

amending the statutes to more nearly conform to local conditions.
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The JJODP Act also provides that in order to participate in
the program, delinquent juveniles shall not be held in
institutions in which they have regular contact with adults.
Section 223 (a)(l3). Those states participating in the prograw
have made sufficient progress under this section to deem these
separation requirements an almost total success.

In 1980, the JJDP Act was amended to mandate that, beginning
in 1985, no state participating in the program may detain
juveniles in jails or lock-ups for adults. Section 223 (a)
(14). Because this mandate is not fully in place, it is not
possible to report nrecisely what each state has done. However,
0JJDP, thre {ts state representatives, does monitor the
states' progre: ‘nd is generally aware of whether each state
would be able to be in compliance by 1985 in the event the Act
were reauthorized. See Appendices A and B for a summary of
states' compliance with Section 223 (a) (12), (13) and (14).

Again, because of the relatively small amount of federal
money involved, the states are not undertaking the jail removal
requirements, because of federal money, but because they believe
{t is the right thing to do. Those that have adopted the

philosophy of the Act will continue this mandate without the

federal government telling them to do so; those which can-ot, o1
do not wish to, carry out this mandate may cease participation in
the prograr. We believe that the states will be able to perform
these functions better, in fact, without the federal mandates,
because the state legislatures will be able to respond more
creatively to their own individual problems.

Impact of Deinstitutionalization

Because the Act places such emphasis on
deinstitutionalization, and because one of the purposes of the
mandate, when the statute wac passed, was to reduce criminality
among juveniles, it is worthwhile to examine the impact
deinstitutinnalization has had on recidivism.

#e have donr 5o by commiscioning a study, done by the
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American Justice Institute, which reviews virtually all existing
empirical studies on deinstitutionalization. 7These independe¢nt
findinas are startlin3. They show that compar isons of
deinstitutionalized status offenders and non-deinstitutionalizeg
status offenders generallv show no differences in recidivisn. of
the fourteen projrams in which recidivism rates could be
compared, no differences were found in eight, in three, the
deinstitutionalized status offenders did better, and in three,
they did worse.

Further, although commitment of status offenders to public
correctional institutions has declined since the beginning of the
federal effort in 1974, it lLas not been ended, and there has been
a suhstantial increase in commitments to private correctional
institutione,

We have found that hoth of the major strategies for reducin:
or eliminating the secure confinement of status offend-rs
(developing alternative programs or issuing absolute prohibitions

against confinement) produced unintended side effects. Many

jurisdictions that developed alternatives without prohibiting
confinement experienced "net widening" effects in which the
alternative programs were used mainly for juveniles who
previously had been handled on an informal basis and the status
offenders who previously had been detained continued to be held
in secure facilities. Additionally, the absolute prohibitions
ajainst confinement produced changes in the use of discretion
(popularly termed "relabeling") which resulted in many of the
casers that previously might have been treated as status offenses
being handled as minor offenses. Worse, in some of the
jurisdictions which prohibited confinement, we have found that
law enforcement officers and the agencies responsible for
delivery of services on a voluntary basis simpiy were not dealiny
with these youths at all and that those most in need of servicec
were not receiviny them.

What has been the impact of the removal of services, and the
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removal of the ahility of local jurisdictions to hold certain
status offenders in secure facilities? Although hard data is

scanty and difficult to find, in at least one area it appears the

Act may have done more harm than good. That area {nvolves
runaways -~ one of the most frequently committed of the status
of fenses.

The effect of the JIDP Act on runaway youth has becn to
effectively emancipate them, or to allow those who would leave
home a free hand. It has inhibited, for all intents and
purposes, the law enforcement system from dealing with and
attempting to control runaway youth -- a law enforcement system
which may have had some faults, but also provided troubled youth
with services and assistance.

In many jurisdictions, deinstitutionalization has encouraged
and even forced authorities to neglect runaway and homeless
children. 1In this country's toughest urban centers,
deinstitutionalization has meant, not transferring youths from
reform schools to caring environments, hut releasing them to the
exploitation of the street.

The 1274 Act and its amendments make it virtually impossible
for state and local authorities to detain status offenders in
secure facilities for more than a few days, or in some instances,
hours. 1In the case of runaways, that prohibition is too
extreme. 1In some situations, secure settings - not jails - are
necessary to protect thece children from an environment they
cannot control and often are unable to resist. The costs of such
a policy to those children - and to society generally - are too
great to continue.

A study recently conducted in Florida on runaways concludes
that of those children who stay away from home for more than two
weeks, 7%% will be supporting themselves within that two week
perind, by theft, druas, prostitution, and pornography -- in
other words, hy crime. Many are arrested and enter the judicia!

system no longer as status offenders, but as criminal offenders
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-~ often for crimes that they were virtually forced to commit in
order to survive. 1In many cases by providing services to them at
an early stage, the law enforcement system could help these
children return home, thereby preventing subsequent criminality.

By no means do all runaway or homeless children need closed
pProyrams. We fully endorse the views of such experts as Father
Bruce Ritter who runs the Covenant House in New York City, who
believe that those children living on the street most likely to
be helped are those who recognize they need help and who turn to
and remain at voluntary facilities.

But what do we do for the thirteen year old runaway girl,
living on the street, selling her body, who is repeatedly
returned to her parents or a voluntary foster setting, and who
repeatedly runs hack to the street? 1n some cases, according to
many experts who have dealt with the problem at first hand, the
onlv answer is being able to use secure confinement, again not
for punishient, but for treatment. As Father Ritter who has
probably had more experience with runaway children than virtually

anyone else in the country, says:

"A thirteen year old girl is pimp bait, &he'll be
lucky if she survives to her fifteenth year. If she does
survive to her fifteenth year, she'll be no good to anyone,
including herself. I don't think you can let a fifteen year
old girl wander loose and I do.'t think the state has the
right to say 'we're going to wash our hands'. . . .

"Somatimes kids are so out of control and incapable of
making an informed, mature decision in their best interest
that adults have to make that decision for them. It is
criminal! not to. Rut once you make that decision to place o
child in a closed program, you have got to make the equall,
difficult decision to ma%e sure it is a good one."

The 1974 Act and its amendments erred by specifying too
strictly the ways in which state and local authorities could
handle the status offender problem. By imposing the same
standard in every state, wo may have helped the states begin the
ptocess of deinstitutionalizing, but in a ma.ner sufficiently

unvielding as to make matters worse. By now lifting federal

restrictions, we helieve that state law will be adjusted to meot
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the specific problems of each state, but without returningy to the

old system of jailing status offenders.

Delinquencv Prevention

0JJDP has, in the past years, directed 'a considerable amount
of its resources to delinguency prevention. Delinquency
orevention is a procest that involves schools, families,
communities, neighborhoods, churches, and community-based
organizations -~ areas where it is difficult for the Department
of Justice in particular, and the federal government generally,
to make a diftference. Delinquency prevention is made up of thosc
things which are good for youth in general -- things which the
federal government will do in any case, under names other than
delinquency prevention. Accordingly, we find more than thirty
different bureaus and offices in the federal government which
engage in, as they are broadly defined, delinquency prevention
activities with expenditures of billions of dollars.

The delinquency prevention programs OJJDP has supported in
the past have done little to prevent delinguency. In a major
evaluation of the Office's delinquency prevention activity, the
National Council on Crime and Delinquency, in The National

Evaluation of Delinquency Prevention: Final Report (1981), came

to this discouraging conclusion after looking at over sixty
different programs that the Office had funded:

"Data from this national study together with past
tesearch suggest that the idea of preventing delinquency
remains excessively ambitious if not pretentious. There is a
large gap between policy makers' hopes and what can be
accom lished by prevention programs funded under this broad
notion. As yet, social scientists have not isolated the
causes of juvenile delinguency, but even if they were known
it is not obvious that anything could be done about them.
Many writers would agree that delinquency is generally
associated with the growth of industrialism and social trends
(e.q., poverty and racism) of such scope and complexity that
.“ey cannot easily be sorted out and remedied . . . . Given
chis perspective on delinquency it becomes fruitless or even
naive to helieve that highly generalized and often unclear
directives to introduce prevention programs into
heterogeneous target areas can curtail delinguency."

We baelieve that federal delinguency prevention projram¢
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hased on social service activiting should be housed in

departments other than the Department of Justice, such as the

Department of Health and Human Services, the Department of

Education, the Department of Housing and Urban Development, and
the ACTION agency. Those aspects of juvenile delinquency
appropriately addressed by the criminal justice system, and
therefore suited to the Department of Justice, should be funded
through the Office of Justice Assistance.

Serious Juvenile Crime

Juveniles commit some 35% of all serious crime in the United
States, and some 20% of all violent crime. Although the

percentage Is slightly lower than it was ten years ago, arrest

rates for juveniles, as a percentace of the juvenile population,

remains ahout the same,

Juvenile crime is, and is increasingly treated by the statec

as, acrimina)l justice issue. Accordingly, programs to assist

juvenile courts, as well asg criminial coutrts, in dealing with the

issue of juvenile crime could be more efficiently sponsored

through the Office of Justice Assistance, as part of its

consolidated criminal justice assistance responsibilities, than

throuat a srparate office which deals only with juveniles.

Mnaet serioss and chronic juvenile offenders go on to hecowns

a?ult criminals, and moet adalt chronic offendere were offendere

when they were juveniles, The states now treat chronic

oftendors, whother they he juveniles or ad1lts, in a similar

manner mach more than heretoforo. The result is that such

offenders are increasinily in the samc law enforcement system,

the same court svstem, and even the same correctional system.

Having a separate juvenile justice office within the Department

of Justice to address anly those parts of the system which deal

with juveniles ic an artificial distinction which often

duplizates services that are provided by -+ offices within the

Department and faraes the Department to ac Yess efficient

Manner than jb othorwicn mpde
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Some may argue that it 1S wrong for the states t treat

juvenile offfenders as adults., We believe that is an argume=t
which should be made ani resolved in the state legislatures.

Each state is different; each state has a different set of
problems, different statutes, and different legislatures and
constituencies which see things in 4ifferent ways. We believe
that the genius of the federal system is reflected by the states'
ability to be able to handle their problems in their own way.
The develupment and implementations of criminal justice policy,
outside of the federal justice system, is one of those state
prerogatives which may be assisted by the federal government but
without federal interference, Assistance which is rendered by
the federal government, such as by the Office of Justice
Assistance, can be benefisial, but should be done without
spacific maniates and without the imposition of requirements that
state laws be changed,

In conclusion, we do not dispute that OJJDP has done many
goed things during existence, and recognize that it continues to
fund many ercellent programs. Nevertheless, we do not belie*e
its programs warrant continuation of a separate office and th:
expenditure of $70 million, particularly in times of restricted
federal budgets. 0JJDP, for all of its good programs, has had
little impact on crime. O0JJDP has brought a new awareness to the
world of juvenile justice, but that new Iwareness should now be
carried forth in state and local governwents, in the communities,
volunteer groups, and nelgaborhoods throughout the country.

Than% you, Mr. Chairman, 1 will he pleased to respond to any

gquestions you or members of the Subcommittee may have.

Appendix A

Surmmary of Compliance with
Section 223 (a) (12), (13), and (14)
of the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act

There arc 57 states and territories eligible to participate in the
TJuvemle Justice and Delinquency Prevention Formula Grant Program.
Currently 53 are participating; the four not participating are Nevada,
North Dakota, South Dakota and Wyoming. According to the most
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recently submitted and reviewed State Monitoring Report, the following is
a sumrnary of compliance with Section 223 (a) (12), (13), and (14).

SECTION 223 (a) (12) (A)

Deinstitutionalization of Status Offenders and Non-Oftfenders

A, Of the 53 participating states, 47 have participated for {ive or
fnore years and are thus required to achicve full compliance with
Section 223 (a) (12) (A) of the Act to maintain ehgibility for FY 84
Formula Grant funds. Of these 47 states, a deterrnination has been
made that the following 44 states and territories are in full compliance

pursuant to the policy and criteria for full com

exceptions,
Alatama Michigan
Alaska Minnesota
American Samoa Mississipps
Arizona Missouri
Arkansas Montana
Califormia New Hampshire
Colnrado New Jersey
Connecticut New Mexico
Delaware New York
District of Colurnhia Oregon
Florida Pennsylvania
Georgia Puerto Rico
Guam Rhode Island
llhinois South Carolina
Indiana Tennessee
lowa Texas
Kansas Trust Territories
Kentucky Verinont
Louisiana Virginia
Maine Virgin lslands
Maryland Washington

Massachusetts

Wisconsin

pliance with de minunis

Loot COPY AYALABLE
ERIC
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Three of thes 47 atates have not to dute been feund to be in {uli
¢rmphance with the dejastitationalization reqaretnent. Those states
are Hawai, Idahio, and Cv..n,

B. Of the 53 participating states, four must achieve substantja] or
better compliance to be eligible for FY 84 Formuia Grant funds.
Those states are North Carolina, Northern Marianas, Utah, and West
Virginia, All four have been found in full compliance.

C. Two of the 53 participating states, Nebraska and Oklahoma, must

demonstrate progress to maintain eligibility for FY 84 funds and each
have done so,

SECTION 223 (a) (13)

Separation of Juveniles and Adult Offender s

There are 39 states which have demonstrated compliance with
Sectior 223 (a) (13) of the Act. Fourteen other states have reported

progress. Those 39 states which have been found in compliance with the
separation requirements are:

Alabama Nebraska
Amerizan Samoa New Harnpshire
Arizona New Jersey
Arkansas New Mexico
Connecticut New York
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Delaware
District of Columbia
Florida
Georgia

Guam

Hawaii

llinois

lowa

Kansas
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota

The 14 states reporting progress are:

Alaska
California
Colorado
Kentucky
ldaho
Indiana
Mississippi

North Carolina
Northern Marianas
Ohio
Pennsylvania
Puerto Rico
Rhode Island
South Carolina
Texas

Utah

Vermont
Virginia

Virgin Islands
Washington
Wisconsin

Missouri
Montana
Oklahoma
Oregon
Tennessee

Trust Territories
West virginia

SECTION 223 (a) (14)

Removal of Juveniles from Adult Jails and Lockups

All participating states and territories must demonstrate {ulil
compliance or substantial compliance (i.e., 75% reduction) with the jail
remova! requirement by December 1985. Eligibility for FY 1984 Formula
Grant funds is not dependent upon the states' level of compliance with the
jail removal requiremnent of Section 223(a)(14), Refer to "Appendix B"
(attached) for information on the number of juveniles held in adult jails and
lockups.

APPENDIX B

The summary of state participation in the Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention (JIDP) Act and compliance with the
deinstitutionalization and separation requirements of Sections 223 (a) (12)
and (13) of the Act is based upon the 1982 monitoring reports which
determined states’ eligibility for FY 1984 formula funds (10/1/83 -
9/30/84).

Attached are two fact sheets showing the number of status
offenders and non-of{enders held in secure detention and correctional
facilities and the number of juveniles held in regular contact with
incarcerated adult persons. The data presented represents a twelve-month
period and was actual data for some states and projected to cover a
twelve-month period for other states, All current data is that provided as
“current data” in the 1982 monitoring reports. The baseline data for the
number of status offenders and non-ocffenders held in secure detention and
correctional facilities is that provided as "baseline data" in th* 1979
reports. The baseline data for the number of juveniles held in regular
contact with adult offerders is that provided as "baseline data" in the 1981
reports. Only parucipating states are included in the figures. A fact sheect
showing the number of juveniles held in jails and lock-ups is attached.
However, this data 15 not projected to cover a twelve-month period.

The nationwide ba<rline data for the nuraber of status offenders and
non-offenders held in secure detention and correctional facilities was
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determined to be 199,341, The nationwide current data showed 22,833
status offenders and non-offenders held in secure detention and
correctional facilities. Thus, by comparing baseline and current data, the
number of status offenders and non-offenders held in secure facilities has
been reduced by 88.5% over the past 5to 7 years. According to the 1989
census, approximately 62,132,000 juveniles under the age of eighteen reside
in the participating states. Thus, the number of status offenders and non-
offenders currently heid computes to a national ratio of 36,7 status
offenders and non-offenders securely held per 100,000 juvenile population
under age 18. This national ratio is in excess of the maximum rate which
an individual state must achieve to be eligible for a finding of full
compliance with the asinstitutionalization requirements of Section 223 (a)
(12) (A) of the JIDP Act, pursuant to OJIDP's policy and criteria for de
minimis exceptions to full compliance. It should also be noted that these
tigures do not include those status otfenders and non-offenders held less
than 24 hours during weekdays and those held up to an additional 48 hours
(i.e., a maximum of 72 total hours) over the weekend.

The number of juveniles held in regular contact with incarcerated
adults has reduced from 97,847 to0 27,552, This computes to a 71.8%
reduction over approximately a five-year period.

Based upon the number of status offenders and non-offenders
currently held in secure facilities, which is a 88.5% reduction in the number
held five or more years ago, and based upon the fact that 48 states and
territories have been found in full compliance with de tniniris exceptions,
it is evident that substantial progress has been made jn attaining the
denstitutionalization objective of the Act. However, considering, as
stated above, that status offenders held less than 24 hours are not included
and considering that states can securely hold status offenders at a leve!
acceptable for a finding of full compliance pursuant to the de minimis
pohicy, it is also evident that the deinstitutionalization objectives have not
been fully met. It is also noted that OJIDP determines compliance a
statewide aggregate data, thus cities, counties, regions or districts may not
have achieved local compliance in their efforts to deinstitutionalize.

JIDP Act legislation does not require states to be in either
substantial or full compliance to be eligible for FY '84 dollars. The
attached fact shect on Section 223 (a) (14) shows progress being made at
the national level but not necessarily at the state fevel. Based upon
individual state reporting periods varying from one month to twelve
months, there appears to be an overall l§.9% reduction in the number of
juveniles held in adult jails and lock-ups. This data does not include those
juveniles who are waivered or those for which criminal charges have been
filed in a court having criminal jurisdiction, This data, also does not
include those juveniles held in adult )ails or lock-ups for less than six hou s.

Attachments: 1, 11, 11
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SECTION 223(e)(12)

Number of Status Offenders and ton-0f fenders Held 1n Secure Faci ! t.u
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APPENDIX

WRITTEN STATEMENT

SUPPORTING LAW-RELATED EDUCATION

Submitted by
Charles N. Quigley, on behalf of
Center for Civic Education/Law in a Free Society,
Constitutional Rights Foundation, and

National Institute for Citizen Education in the Law

As the Congress considers the reauthorization
of the Juvenile Justice and Delinguency Prevention Act, it
is a propitious time to consider the success and promise
tepresented by iaw-related education. In evaluations
sponsored by the National Institute for Juvenile Justice and
Delingquency Prevent:on, law-related education has been
demonstrated effective in reducing serious delinquent
behavior. Representing as it does a most promising delinquency
brevention stratedy, law-velated education should be recognized
18 & lasting and beneficial component in the tight against

serious juvenile crime and delinguency.

The Need to Include Attention for "An Ounce of Prevention"

The findings of the Attorney General's Task
Force on Violent Crime, the President's Task Force on
Victims of Crime and other recent proposals suggest the need
for a Federal initiative and leadership to help combat the
problems of violent crime in our society. This has become
increasingly apparent not only through abstract research
findings, but because nf *the frightening fact facing so many

Amaricans that their homes, .eighborhoods, schools, communities,

“eriyad W laceg are no lorjer safe.
ﬁﬂ ;%5§1I \]1n'
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The principles, goals, and values stated clearly
in our Declaration of Independence, Constitution, and other
fundamental documents set forth the responsibilities of all
levels of our government to secure the rights to "life,
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness” and to "establish
Justice, insure domestic Tranquility, . . . promote the
general Welfare, and secure the Blessings of Liberty to
ourselves and our Posterity."” Such rights and blessings
have little meaning to those whose tranquility is beseiged
by crime and the threat of crime.

The immediate need to combat violent crime should
not result in a plan limited to "mending the fence after the
cows are out of the pasture," however. It is important at
this time to launch a positive, forward-looking, and compre-
hensive initiative that deals not just with the immediate
need to control violent crime, but with the development and
implementation of measures to reduce the rate at which our
society is generating criminal behavior among juveniles.

The Juvenile Justice and Delinguency Prevention Act has
always contained a strong emphasis on delinquency Prevention.
Research, development, and assistance in implementation and
training regarding effective anti-crime and delinguency
prevention initiatives must remain a vital component of any
balanced program if it is to be effective.

In a speech to the Southwestern Judical Conference,
Mark W. Cannon, Administrative Assistant to the Chief

I:.-T.%Jusl:ice of the United States, highlighted the need for a

i
t{i prevention strategy that can secure fundamental commitment

as

¢, to the law-abiding values of society in order to reduce crime:

J

. ; “"Though alcoholism, poverty, and

e perceived social injustice all contribute
- to crime, perhaps there is a deeper

vy force that is causing a breakdown of our
N society. These merely tip the raft of

) social order, while a deep current is

Lo moving the entire raft at a startling

: speed. That deep current is our failure
D] A

P to transmit positive values, norms, and
{ attachments from one generation to

I another."
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1 submit that the Federal Gowvernment's compre-
hensive initiative on crime reduction should include law-
lelated education -- the "ounce of prevention" that costs
far less than the "pound of cure," Law-related education is
an available means of strengthening the transmission of
positive values and norms and, at the same time, of alleviating
some of the most important causes of delinquent behavior,
With the support of the Department of Justice, it could be
effectively implemented on a national scale. Indeed, with
the upcoming bicentennials of the signing of the Constitution
and ratification of the Bill of Rights, documents which
require an enlightened and responsible citizenry as the
foundation of our free society, the opportunity is ripe to
expand law-related education programs throughout the Country.
These programs, when properly implemerted, can develop civic
competence, civic responsibility, and law-abiding behavior
among our Nation's youth.

The demonstrated relationship of law-related

education to the prevention of delinquency and youth crime,

coupled with growing public recognition of the need for an
effective prevention program, assure: he positive acceptance
of such an initiative under the auspices of the Department
of Justice. National surveys of elementary and secondary
school principals and of juvenile and family court judges
have revealed striking receptivity to law-related education:
A substantial majority of principals surveyed expressed
willingness tn add the subject to their school curricula;
four-fifths of the judres indicated that they were willing
to support law-related education by working with local
schools. A majority of each group expressed the belief that
this course of instruction can improve behavior. Groundwork
laid by law-related edocation efforts in recent years

has resuited in the development of vital grass roots

constituencies and extensive local interest,
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Full realization of the delinquency prevention
potential of law-related education requires specialized
training for teachers, school administrators, and community
resource persons. Involving non-school resources at the
outset can assure that programs are of high quality and
adapted to meet local nenr?;., Programs supported by such
public-private partnerships develop the momentum and critical
mass necessary to ensure 1 lasting and meaning ful impact on
our educational institutions.

The Federally-sponsored juvenile justice program
has a significant opportunity to include this effective and
productive program in its overall agenda for the reduction

of crime. At this point, resources from the Federal Government
could play a catalytic role in bringing together public and
private sectors on local and State levels to incorporate

respect for law programs throughout the Nation.

Law-Related Education: A Proven and Effective Remedy

Law-related education is a program that fosters
among elementary and secondary students civic competence,
civic responsibility, and an understanding of and commitment
to the fundamental principles, processes, and values essential
to the preservation and improvement of our free scciety.

The curriculum is developed to provide a basis
for improved citizenship skills, commitment to work within
the legal system to settle grievances, and favorable attitudes
toward law enforcement. Teaching strategies require active
involvement of the students, police, attorneys and justice
system personnel.

It is not an attempt to impose a narrow Or
partisan political orientation on the schools, nor is it a
means of teaching people to become "schoolhouse" lawyers.
Rather it provides diverse, proven, and practical approaches

useful in the reform and revitalization of civic education
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programs in our Nation's schonls. Law-related education
promotes a "legal literacy” which helps students avoid 1egai
problems and learn to deal more responsibly and effectively
with such problems ihen they do arise. careful observation

Oof the effects of law-related education over the past 15

Years has revealed its significant potential, Most important,
In testing over the past few years by the Department of
Justice, law-related educacion has been demonstrated to

reduce students' resort to violence, delinquency and youth
crime, fncluding thefts, assaults and drug use.

A number of members of local and state bar associa-
tions, law enforcement agencies, judges' associations,
educators, and other concerned commwiity organizations have
begun focussing their attention and resources on the develop-
ment and implementation of law-related education programs in
both public and private schools, As a result, the American
Bar Association estimates that today there are over 500
law-related education projects in the Nation, However,
these projects presently reach only 10 to 15 percent of
the student population.

Such programs have added to the growing body
of evidence that law-related education may be one of the
most effective remed es not only for delinquency but also

for the geneval failure of young people today to fulfill

adequately their responsibilities as citizens., This positive
effect is due in large part to the emphasis c¢f law-related
programs on the development of commitment to a cohesjve
framework of civic ideals that are required to bind together
the diverse ~lements and interests of our free society,

Developments in delinquency prevention theory
Support the view that the sclools play a most significant
role. They can either provide settings for the generation
of delinquency and youth crime or programs that aid in

reducing such behavior, fostering a commitment to fundamental
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social values and adherence to conventional norms. Such

developments have led to intensive testing of law-related
education programs supported by the National Institute for
Juvenile Justice and Delinguency Prevention of the Office of
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention, Preliminary
findings of this regearch have validated che results of
earlier law-related education evaluations. They have
revealed their delinquency prevention potential, not only in
educational institutions but in diversion programs as well,
when implemented in accordance with prescriptions regarding
duration, instructional strategy, and the involvement of the
community.,
Preliminary findings released in 1981 after
two years of study suggested that sound educational and
delinquency prevention programming went hand in hand and
that, when taught according to properly prescribed principles,
law-related education results in a significant reduction of
student participation in delinquent activities. Subsequent
findings over the past two years continue to confirm that
law-related education taught according to specific, identifi-
able standards can serve as a significant deterrent to
delinquent behavior. In evaluations conducted by the Social
Science Education Consortium, Inc., and the Center for
Action Research, Inc., under the sponsorship of the National
ITnstitute for Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention,
the Law-Related Education Evaluation Project has confirmed
the positive, delinquency prevention impact of law-related
education.

Alfred S. Regnery, the presidentially-uppointed
Administrator of the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinguency
Prevention has noted: "According to 0JJDP's evaluation, LRE
[law-related education]), when properly taught, can reduce
students' tendency to resort to violence, can enhance their

understanding of our legal system, and can develop more
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constructive attitudes toward it.," He has further observed-

"I consider Law-Related Education a most effective delinquency

H

prevention program . . , .

LLaw-related education is by all accounts onge of
the few truly promising el2ments of the Federal Government's
delinguency prevention efforts, The program works, it
is cost effective and it has a broad base of support,

Educators, students, and members of bar associations
and other community groups who have been involved in law-
related education programs have developed an enthusiasm and
interest in the field that provides an impetus to expanded
implementation. Such interest has recently resulted in
increased att=ntion and support from such diverse groups as
the National parent Teachers Association, Nat‘onal Association
of State Boards of Educaticn, National Association of
Secondary School Principals, National Asscciation of Elementary
School Principals, the National Council for the social
Studies, the Council of Chief State School! Officers, and Phi

Alpha Delta Law Fraternity International. These organizations,

coupled with the lcagstanding interest and involvement of
the American Bar Association, numerous state and local bar
associations, the International Association of Chiefs of
Police, the National District Attorneys' Association, the
Conference of Chief Justices and other groups provide a

sound base and resource for the widespread implementation of

law~related education programs,

Functions and Activities of a Law-Related
_Vadqca'{gq Center .

In light of law-related education's effectiveness
and potential, a Center for Law-Related Ejucation should be
established under the supervision of the Department of Justice
a5 a part of its comprehensive anti-crime program. The
following briefly cutlines some of the St 1ested functions
and related activities that might be accomplished by such a

Center .
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Resei: .ch and Development

The Cent.ur would provide support for research
and development in:

* long-range evaluation of the effectr of
law-related education on students' knowledge,
3kills. attitudes, and behaviors; continuation
of evaluation efforts to include longitudinal
study of the delinquency prevencion impact of
law-related education;

* studies on other aspects of law-related
education as they may a..2ct cognitive and
affective learning and behavior;

° developing new areas of law-related education
for use in diversion programs or students heing
considered for suspension or expulsion;

° translating and linking research to practice so that
proven programs and practices can be more effectively
implemented in classroom and juvenile justice

settings.

Demonstration

An increased number of demonstration projects
could be supported and state and local education and juvenile
justice agencies provided assistance in:

o

promoting the adoption or adaptation of models

which have proved successful in other localities;

o

i:} ° implementing programs in areas with special needs,
””4 for example, high crin~ ar s, areas in which

:f% there is ethnic and racial conflict, or areas in
:u; which there is a high density of recent immigrants;
A ° implementing programs .a institutions with

i ) special needs, for esample, correctional institu-
i;: tions and group homes.
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Training and Coordination

Efforts could be made to coordinate law-related
education programs across the country by:
providing assistance to key personnel in
state and local education and juvenile justice
agencies in using available resources effectively
in the development and implementation of Jaw-related
education and other delinquency piravention programs;
providing training and support services to
directors and staff of projects in law-related
education and related delinquency prevention

projects.

Cooperation

Initiative activities could be designed to foster
cooperatior among:
law-related education projects and other
groups involved in the improvement of civic
education and prevention of delinguency and
violent crime, for example, key members of bar
assoriations, law enforcement agencies, district
attorneys' and public defenders' associations,
and judicial associations;
various departments at all levels of govern-
ment whose responsibilities may include delinquency
prevention and civic education, for example, at
the Federal level the Office of Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention, the Department of

Education, the Federal Bureau of Investigation,

the National Science Foundation, the National
Endowment for the Humanities, the National
Institute for Education, and the Department of

Health and Human Services,
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Awareness

The development of widespread awareness of the
benefits of law-related education could be increased by:

* the linking of the initiative with the
forthcoming bicentennials of the signing of the
Constitution and the adoption of the Bill of
Rights and enlisting the participation of groups
from the private sector such as the American Bar
Assoclation, American Political Science Associa-
tion, American Historical Association, and Phi
Alpha Delta Law Fraternity Internationalj
the use of television and other media, public
statements, conferences, and presentations at
conventions of major organizations involving the
direct participation or support of the President,
Members of Congress, the Chief Justice, the
Attorney General, the Secretary of Education,
Governors, prosecutors, judges, law enforcement
officers and other key figures in Federal,

State and local government,

Conclusion

As a component of a comprehensive initiative
against crime and delinquency, a Center for Law-Related
Education can consolidate the success of past experience
and Fulfill its promise by making law-related education a
permanent part of our cooperative effort against juvenile
crime and delinquency.

The substance, methods, goals, and objectives of
law-related education are consistent with promoting an

understanding of and commitment to the fundamental principles,
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Processes, and values of our national heritage. Its emphasis
on the prevention of delinguencr and youth crime and the
development of civic responsibility affirms that the mainte-
nance of law and order is not solely a respongibility of law
enforcement, the courts, and corrective institutions,
but of every memher of our society.

The themes of law-related education are timely,
because they meet well-recognized and pressing concerns in
our schools and communities, and are broadly supported among
members of the judiciary, legal professionals, law enforcement
agencies, educators and members of the Congress and the
Administration., There is adequate expertise now available
to provide the assistance required for the implementation of
law-related education as a National effort, Law-related
education is an initiative that will generate a high multiplier
effect from limited Federal investment by increasing the
allocation of resources and participation among the public
and private sectors at the State and local levels, Law-related
education is a broadened response to the problem of crime
that can help our yo..g people realize their futures as
productive and responsitle members of a more law-abidi: 1
public. 1 respectfully recommend a Center for Law-Related

Education for your attentsn.
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1 #rom the Gazette Journal Feb 11, 1084]

LIvING AND DYING ON Crukt Streers—HeLeinG Runaways Finp A New Live

(By Jerry Belcher)

To deal with runaways. the Los Angeles region has a handful of non-profit crisis
intervention urgganizations and workers, including Art Sanchez of Angel's Flight,
Carlyn Lampert of the new Homeless Youth Project in Hollywood, and Albert Ogle
of the Gay and Lesbian Community Services Center's Confrontation Youth Project.

“I think there are a lot of myths about homeless youth," Ogle said. “The truth is
that they are everywhere, in every community. But Hollywood does draw them-—
th.tl-;"e is a sort of mystique nbout Hollywood; they think of it as a sort of magic land
still.”

Lois Lee. whose Children of the Night organization specializes in rescuing teenage
street prostitutes in Hollywood, said that she estimates that 30 percent of runaways
who wind up selling their sexual services on the streets have been either physically
ar sexually abused in the home.

Once in Hollywood, she said, children with little or no money, no job skills and
very little wordly wisdom, become easy prey for pimps and pornographers, who
often use the pitch: “1 know an agent. I can get you in movies, in modeling.” -

Lee said it often takes less than a week for a teenager to be turned around and
put onto the streets or into a house as a prostitute. Lt. Ed Hocking, chief of detec-
tives in Hollywood Division, and Sgt. Dolores Schiey, a veteran of more than 20
vears in Juvenile Division, agreed. "It doesn’t take long to brainwash a child,”
Schley said.

“And we know.,” Hocking added, “that if they stay long enough they're going to
be involved in some kind of a crime because they are destitute. . . . We basically
have two kinds of kids we're dealing with, the Little Orphan Annies that come here
for whatever reason because of whatever problem, and they're lost, lunely and want
help. They will come to the police for help.” He said that no youngster who asks for
help is turned down.

“But the others," he added, “are basically street kids that wouldn't come to the
police for help no matter what.”

A status offender is not a criminal, nor a delinquent, but a pre-delinquent. Until
1977. such children, legally innocent of any crime, and often naive and vulnerable,
were treated much like ordinary juvenile criminals. They often wound up sharing
Juvenile Hall quarters with seasoned professional criminals who victimized the in-
nocents and instructed them in crime.

A bill passed in 1976 “decriminalized” status offenders—opening the crack
through which so many 018 now slip.

The bill required that status offenders no longer be held in lockup facilities.

In Los Angeles County, the probation departinent contracted with private individ-
uals to establish temporary foster homes where youngsters could be Rvpt until they
were returned to parents or guardians, It was called the Status Otfender Detention
Alternatives Program. known as SODA.

There are 31 authorized SODA beds in 17 foster homes for all Los Angeles
County.

Because of the 1976 status offenders bill, said Taylor, many police officers have
givien up on status offenders who do not ask for help. "It just Lusn't worked. The
walkaway rate from SODA homes is 25 percent ranging up to A0 percent. So, say
I'm o policeman on the street. 1 care about kids . .. 1 pick up a kid on the street, a
runaway. | spend two hours picking up that kid. finding out he is a runaway, doing
the paper work, taking him to the SODA facility. 1 bring him in the front door, and
he goes out the back doort”

Statistics reflect police disillusionment. In 1976, before the bill went into effect,
3042 runaways were taken into custody. A year later, the number was 2,015, a 480
percent drop.” Last year, the number fell to 705, a drop of 79.5 percent since 1976,

The Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors had appointed a “Children's Task
Force.” At the state level, a nine-member Commission on the Revision of the Juve-
mile Court Law (the *115 Commission) has studied the bandling of status offenders.

Commission Chairman Lt Ray Gott of the Los Angeles County Sheriff’s Youth
Services Bureau is emphatic on the failure of the status offenders bill. “We said
when we enacted the bill that we are going to deal with serious, hard-core juvenile
criminal offenders, but. in essence, also tell the status o.fender: ‘Go way, we don't
want to be bothered with runaways. When you commit a crime, then come hack and
we'll rehabilitate you.” That is insanity.”
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Sundy now is part of the street lore, the mythology of Hollywood.
Nearly all of the street kids who hang out and hustle a living up and down Las
Palmas Avenue know Sandy’s story- and it scares them.

For Sandy-—bourbon drinker, doper, hooker and, by street kids standards, a very
nice person—was one of their own, u :unaway who came to Hollywood to escape
something or someone she simply no longer could live with at home.

To cops and youth workers, kids like Sandy are categorized “601s" or “status of-
fenders.” technically juveniles who are “incorrigible,” beyond the control of parents
or guardians. They have fled, been pushed out or thrown out of their homes.

In the trendy cliche of youth workers, politicians and police, they have “slipped
through the cracks in the system.”

In fact, by quirk of 1 1976 law intended to reform the Jjuvenile justice system in
California, so-called status offenders were put into a kind of legal linbo. As a result,
runaways have become a caste of untouchables for public agencies.

Officials do not know the scope of the problem, but they do know that they are
not even close to coping with it. By the best available figures, which are admittedly
estimates, there are 3,000 to 4,000 runaways in Hollywood at a given moment. And
for haven there are {1 “official” sheter beds provided by public agencies and an-
other 20 provided by private organizations in ull of Los Angeles County.

Sandy became o member of the untouchable street kid caste a few years after it
was created by act of law.

No one know exactly how Sandy slipped through the system. exactly where she
ran from or why she did it. Lik+ many street kids, she did not talk much about her
vesterdays  too painful perhaps. Or her tomorrows- -too uncertain perhaps. She
fived tn the moment.

A prettY, hazei-eyved, dark-haired girl who looked older, Sandy must have been
about 12 or 13 vears old when she hit Hollywood.

No one knew exactly when or why she started drinking, doing heavy dope or
workimg as i prostitute. No one paid attention: Along Las Palmas, there is nothing
unique about Sandy’s lifestyle. The lives of countless others are variations on the
theme.

Winky Walker who was a friend, had planned to take an apartment with Sandy.
“l think Sandy was on the streets about three yoars. | only knew her from last vear
... Mc and her used to do tricks together. | mean like some ruys, they like to see
two girls together.

“People veally liked her. She was a nice person . . . She never messed anybody
over. She never fought with anybody, she was always in good spirits, always con-
cerbed athout her friends. But she was always high on drugs, and that worried me."

One day last summer, Sandy partied with friends in the shabbhy Las Palmas
Hotel. Winky was not among them. but heard later that Sandy had been shooting
heroin, switched to whiskey and started eating “loads.” a combination of drugs fash-
ionible on the streets of Hollvwood.

“When vou're on loads.” said Winky, “vou have a tendency to go to sleep, just nod
out. There was two or three other people eating loads, too, ind they all passed out.
When they woke up, Sandy was coughing. and turning different colors. and they
stuck her in the shower to wake her up.”

The others went back to sleep. When they awoke again it was dternoon of the
next day. But Sandy would' not wake up. Her friends called paranedics and Police.

The coroner’s report listed the cause of death as accidental, the result of “acute
inloxication of codeine, morphine and phencyclidine, PCP."

The date was Aug. 15, 1983, Sandy had slipped irretrievably between the cracks in
the svstem on what would have been her 16th birthday.

There ure muny romantic notions about runaways, fostered in part hy Mark
Twain's “The Adventures of Huckleberry Finn'' and by filim and television. Running
away s depicted as an almost essential part of growing up. a maturing experience--
exciting, sometimes scarv and maybe even dangerous. But also fun, a very Ameri-
can thing to do.

It should be remembered that Huck Finn's grand adventure. his epic running
away, hegan hecause Pap Finn was tin currently fashionable sociological jargon) an
alcoholic, probably a psychotie and a sociopath, and child abuser.

Muny of todav's hard-core street kids flee for the same reason.

Winky Walker, 17, Sandy’s friend, was arincest vietim from age Hountil 15, After
Winky's parents divorced. she was bounced between her mother and father. She
became a repeat runaway,

Winky ran away the last time after her father tried to choke her. When she told
Norwalk. Calif, police the story. nothing happened because she had been involved
tas o bystander, she saidy in a burglary and was not considered credible.

. ten 2

El{fc o

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




278

Winky had gotten mto trouble once hefore because she shoplifted some cutlery.

“Yoah. 1 did it" she said, The reason was [ was going to kill myself. Two big
steak knives | shoplifted. But 1 got caught, 1 guess 1 didn’'t really want to kill
myself. 1 guess 1 wanted to get husted. I had just turned 16

She wound up at a Hollywood group home cafled Hamburger House, but, fearing
trouble. ran again when marijuana was found among her possessions. This time, she
ran to the streets

“I started frickin’ in Hollywood, about two months straight 1 was doin' it . . .1
averaged about $100 a trick . . . [ didn’t have no pimp. You just just go out there,

then when someone stops, you talk to 'em and find out what they were looking for,
and Cd see if 1 was willing to do it

i hated it,” she said, "but 1 needed the money, had to survive soinehow . . . 1
ured to get very scared sometimes, thinking one of these times I'm gonna jump in
some trick's car, and he’s ponna kill me or kidnap me.

"One time four pimps kidnapped me, took me ta a motel and raped me, and the
lust guy, he finally took my blindfold and the gag oft me, and I asked him if T could
po get a soda, T was thirsty
: “He wouldn't give me my shoes, just my shorts and my shirt. 1 went outside, and

just ran ..

Winky began drinking heavily. and using harder drugs. She became an alcoholic,

“My mom used to be an alcoholic,” Winky said quietly. “Still is, 1 guess, My dad's
an aleoholie, and so is his tlatest) wife. My brother does a lot of drugs, and drinks »
lot I yot one uncle that's a glue sniffer, and one that just likes to do drugs. In my
fanaly, drogs are just there—runs in the family ”

Many youth workers believe that fantasies of stardom and visions of giamor draw
many runawayx te Hollywood.

kddiv, 17, exuding soft Southern charm and very aware of his goud locks. said
that he ran from his Virginia home because times were hard. But he hinted at
other. more paiaful reasons,

"My father, he died,” Eddie said. “Somebody shat him in the face with a shotgun.  f
My mother can’t work. My stepfother can’t work. He's got black jung, one iung out
and the part of the other gane. So 1 left to get a job.”

When he started, Eddie said. he had no destination. “1 was hitchhiking, and |
soon thiv sign, a billboard. 1t said something like: ‘Hollyweod, Home of Exvitement.
‘That was someplace in Indiana. I saw that and 1 wanted to see what it was like."”
The conversation took place on the chilly, littered staivwell of the once-sumptuous
Uiarden Court Apartments, abandoned since 1980, condemped, fenced off, lepally off
lirnits and now known as “Hotel Hell,” probably the must notorious and dangerous
of the two dozen or so "crash pads” vsed by homeless Hollywood street kic. Some
are abandoned buildings, some are motel rooms or apartments, which the h.ds pon!
their money to rent. Some sleep undev freeway bridges, in cars or in parks.

Lows Lee. founder of .+ orzarization Children of the Night. has field workers who
know the back alleys, hideaways and hangouts, They say such <rash pads are health
and fire hazards, and are haunted by older street people who 2xploit and sometimes
heat, rob and rape those who hole up there.

Fddic had been in town seven days. He had spent his days learning the geagruphy
and folkways of Hollywood. panhandling to stretch the few dobiars stili in his jewns.
He had spent most nights drinking beer, sharing bevevages, chemicals and junk
food. cash. personal experiences and fantasies with 10 to 15 other illegul campers in
the windowless firetrap.

At first Eddie insisted that he had come to Hollywood only “to get a job. settle
down and someday live in a home of my own.” He said he is a poud sketeh wrtist,
has worked in gas stations and as a forest fivefighter

“I wouldn't mind bein’ an actor,” he said. "' took snme dramatics when 1 was still
poin” to schoul. No, T wouldn’t mind being an actor .. !

Winky Walker is one of the youngsters to whorn Childven o' the Nighi resched
out. She has stopped drinking, stopped doping, stepped booking. She hag been mitde
a ward of Lois Lee, placed in a foster home she likes, %he has gone back 10 school,
She receives regular counseling at Childeen of the Night and works there port time
ax 2 volunteer. She is good at it and she said she is happy.

1 have no intention of going back to e ou the atreets.” site sapl. 1 hove plenty
of support here now This iz my fanily now.”

Winky'- so far ot least-is oo moedest suceess story, A couple of blocks away, on
the peelimge wall of a anlging on Hellyeend Foaleward, 16 o serawled momorind o
Windy = friend. whose story did not end in saccess Jt reads sironly:

Sandy Was Here
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